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CURRENT TOPICS. 


WE print elsewhere a list of the subscriptions to the “ Victoria 
Pension Fund” up to March 25th. To avoid any misconcep 
as to the possible effect of the fund, we are authorized to state 
that it is not intended to create any separate organisation for its 
administration; but that arrangements will no doubt be made 
with the Solicitors’ Benevolent Association to undertake that 
duty. Subscriptions should, therefore, not be withheld from 
any fear of injury to that body—a fear which appears to have 
been felt in some quarters. 





Tue resicnation of Mr. Justice Cuantzs—which, although 
not yet officially announced, is, we fear, but too trae—will cause 
deep regret to the profession in . The bench will lose a 
learned, able, eminently fair-minded and conscientious judge; 
and the bar will not soon — the serum and courtesy which 
he always brought to the bench at p to the time of his illness 
he was indeed regarded as mod judge, x marked out —* the 
Court of Appeal. As we all know, severe 
tan the bench for more wan a 
returned, however, in eg ding and during Sh’ Micnnas _ 
Sittings sat at the Ro transacting wi 
Scola which came before him. Those only who know 
stress of suffering and exhaustion under which his j 
duties were frequently performed could is gree his wo 
courage and resolution. He even to go the Midland 
Circuit in January last, but broke down at Nottingham rather 
over a fortnight ago. Pre-eminently conscientious, he refused 
to take any further rg and 80 colune judge whom we 
can ill spare. 


WE print elsewhere detailed observations which have been 
issued by the Council of the Inc Law Society on the Land 
Transfer Bill. The Council t out the various alterations 
which have been made in the Bill to meet the defects in the 
working of the Land Transfer Act, 1875, which were brought to 
light in the course of the Parliamentary ing uiry of 1895. 
own ye of one have 
They improve the working of 
tration, but hey are not a ie for 
voluntary into a compulsory system. 
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compulsion the Council press that the experimental area should | appeal. To this court a defendant convicted on an indictment, 


be a the Bill, so that no extension of the area could be 
made until Parliament was satisfied that such a step was desir- 
able in the public interest. Practically, therefore, this may now 
be treated as the condition which must be complied with if the 
Bill is to be allowed to pass unopposed. The Council do not, 
indeed, abandon their objection to compulsion. They properly 
observe that, if the system be as beneficial as its advocates 
suppose, it ought to be eble to make its own way. Landowners 
would not require force to make them adopt it if it proved 
really advantageous and economical. But though this argument 
is unavailing, the Lord Chancellor will, it may be anticipated, be 
alive to the advantage of avoiding opposition by making the 
concession which is asked for. 


Tae Serzcr Committee of the House of Lords on the Com- 
panies Bill sat on Monday and took the evidence of Lord Justice 
Livpiey and Mr. Justice Romer. The most important point in 
the evidence of Lixptzy, L.J., was his attack on floating 
charges. The abuses to which these charges gave rise, he said, 
were so extreme and worked such hardship on the unsecured 
creditors that he was opposed to allowing them to continue 
without check. With the power to create mortgages on exist- 
ing g property he did not propose to interfere, though he advo- 

© registration of all company mortgages without dis- 
tinction ; but floating charges he would allow only where they 
were made to cover short loans. By this he probably meant 
loans for a year or less, and the suggestion is certainly worthy 
of consideration. But short loans have a way of being renewed, 
and what would become of the floating charge then? Possibly 
it would fasten on all the property in existence at the end of 
the period. To allow the charge to be renewed with the renewal 
of the loan would practically be to sanction a permanent floating 
charge. On the other hand, it would not do to force the holders to 
realize if the loan were not paid off. Livptey, L J.,also expressed 
his dissatisfaction with the existing law as to “‘one-man com- 
— and in point of form his objection is intelligible. The 

— Acts have enabled an individual to trade with limited 
bility, and they have thus conferred indirectly an advantage 
which the Legislature has not hitherto conferred directly; but 
the separation between the individual and his company is a 
fiction which is very much open to criticism. The principle of 
limited liability, however, has become too firmly established to 
be shaken, though in the case of individuals it should be 
placed on a different basis. Mr. Justice Romer made very just 
criticisms on the prospectus clause, but his animadversions on 
the clause defining the liabilities of directors were not so well 
founded. We very much doubt whether the clause will frighten 
directors who mean to attend to the business of the company, 
and these are the only directors who need be considered. 








Tue Brix for the creation of a Court of Criminal Appeal, 
which has been introduced by Mr. Pickrrseri1, and which was 
read a second time in the House of Commons on Wednesday, 
differs materially from the Bill introduced by Lord James (then 
Sir Hzwry James, in 1895. That Bill, which proposed to allow 
appeals against convictions as well as appeals with a view to the 
revision of sentences, was a copy of a Bill which had been 
brought in by Lord James when Attorney-General in 1883, as 
amended and reported to the House of Commons by the Standing 
Committee on Law in that year, after very careful consideration. 
It contained minute directions as to the grounds upon which 
appeals against convictions, including appeals in capital cases, 
were to be entertained, and the circumstances in which a new 
trial was to be ordered. The re-introduction of the measure in 
1895 was stated by its author to be due to the recommendation 
of the judges on the subject in their report to the Lord Chan- 
cellor in 1892, but it went.far beyond the scope of the report. 
The judges contemplated primarily a court for the revision of 
sentences in non-capital cases, and they deprecated the idea of 
conferring on the court power to order a new trial. 
Proxerseii1’s Bill follows this less ambitious plan. It proposes to 
establish a Court of Criminal Appeal consisting of six judges of 
the Queen’s Bench Division ons | the Lord Chief Justice, not less 


upon whom judgment other than that of death had been pro- 
nounced, also the Attorney-General, would be at liberty to 
appeal for the revision of the sentence, and the court would have 
tne to confirm, increase, or diminish the sentence (cl. 2), 

he report of the judges also recommended that upon complaint 
made at any time to the Home Secretary with regard to any 
conviction or sentence, the Court of Criminal Appeal might, at 
his request, consider such complaint with any further evidence 
he might direct to be laid before them, and should have power 
either to quash the conviction or to diminish the sentence. The 
present Bill, in clause 3,‘incorporates this scheme and makes it 
applicable to capital cases, though, in regard to these no alte- 
ration of the sentence is authorized, and the appeal, if success- 
ful, would result in the setting aside of the conviction. Thus 
the court, if it is established, will have a general power to 
review sentences, and in this respect it would have a valuable 
influence in securing uniformity of sentences. It would also be 
possible for the Home Secretary to transfer to it in any given 
case the functions he now exercises in determining upon the 
correctness of convictions, and, with this power at his command, 
it is probable that he would freely use it. Practically, there- 
fore, there would be an appeal against convictions by leave of 
the Home Secretary. 





Tue peciston of Cuartzs, J., in Pesbles v. Oswaldiwistle District 
Council (13 T. L, R. 116) was reversed last week by the Court 
of Appeal. The question involved is one of great importance to 
local authorities, and the decision will no doubt be satisfactory 
to them. The action was for a mandamus requiring the district 
council to provide sufficient sewers for the drainage of their 
district, and in particular for carrying off the liquids proceeding 
from the plaintiff’s manufactories. Section 15 of the Public 
Health Act, 1875, requires the local authority to cause to be 
made such sewers as may be necessary for effectually draini 
their district. Section 299 of the same Act enables the L 
Government Board, if satisfied that the local authority have been 
guilty of default in providing sufficient sewers, to make an order 
limiting a time for performance of this duty, and if it is not so 
performed the order may be enforced by writ of mandamus. Mr. 
Justice Cuarzzs held that the plaintiff was entitled to a mandamus 
notwithstanding the remedy provided by section 299. The 
Court of Appeal in reversing this decision have adopted the 
canon of construction that if in a statute a new obligation is im- 
posed, and in the same statute a remedy is provided for the 
non-fulfilment of the obligation, that is the only remedy. 
Cuar.ezs, J., had considered this proposition, and had met it by 
the argument that the plaintiff had a right to the judgment of a 
court of law upon the matter, whereas if the Local Government 
Board took the same view as the defendants he would never 
get such a judgment. This view certainly seems to be in 
accordance with the statement of the law made by Lord EsuEg, 
M.R., in Re Nathan (12 Q. B. D. at p. 475) that ‘‘ where there is 
no specific remedy by which justice can be done the court will 
grant a mandamus: but where there is a specific remedy by 
which the subject will get justice by a judicial decision of the 
courts, then it is within the reason of the rule that if there is such 
a remedy a mandamus ought not to issue.” In the present case 
the plaintiff has been refused a mandamus, although it is not 
within his power to obtain a judicial decision of the courts, so 
that the rule stated in Re Nathan appears to be subject to an 
exception within which the present case falls; the Local 
Government Board is to decide whether a judicial decision is to 
be obtained or not. The judgment of the Court of Appeal has 
an important bearing upon other cases in which a mandamus has 
been sought to compel a local authority to perform their statu- 
tory duties, such, for instance, as Reg. v. The Lewisham Union 
and Reg. v. Mayor of Hastings, referred to in our article on the 
subject ante, p. 220, 





Ir 1s somewhat late in the day for the liquidator of a com- 
pany to go behind a filed contract for the issue of paid-up 
shares and make a claim against the allottee of the shares on 
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Re E. J. Wragg (Limited). As might have been expected, it has 
been unsuccessful. Of recent years there has been no doubt that, 
subject to the statutory requirement of filing the contract, shares 
ean be paid for either in money or in money’s worth, and 
that consequently property can be sold toa company and the 
urchase price satisfied in fully-paid shares; and, moreover, 
that, in the absence of grounds for impeaching the purchase, 
the court will not inquire into the adequacy of the considera- 
tion. In Re Pell’s case (Li, R. 8 Eq. 222), indeed, Lord Romity, 
M.R., directed such an inquiry, but this was negatived on 
appeal (L. R. 5 Ch. 11), and in a series of cases which were 
referred to by Liyvrzy, L.J., in his judgment in Re £. J. 
Wragg (Limited) it was held that the obligation to pay for 
shares was well discharged by payment in kind, if the company 
was bound to take the property offered at a price corres- 
ponding to the nominal value of the shares. In Re Baglan 
Halli Colliery Co. (L. R. 5 Oh. 346), for instance, Gir- 
rarD, LJ., said: ‘If there be a contract of such a 
nature that on bill filed by the company it could not 
be set aside, a payment for shares in kind according 
to that contract is legal.” See, too, Jones’ case (L. R. 6 Ch. 48), 
Maynard's case (L. R. 9 Ch. 60), and Anderson’s case (L. R. 
7 Ch. D. 75). In the last-mentioned case Jzsszt, M.R., 
pointed out that the only way to raise the question of insuffi- 
ciency of value was to impeach the contract under which the 
shares were allotted, though if this were done successfully, and 
the contract in consequence set aside, the allotment of shares 
under it must be set aside also, so that in the result it would still 
be impossible to treat the allottees as contributories. In Re £. J. 
Wragg (Limited) there was no special circumstance save that the 
value of one item of the business sold to the company differed 
in the apportionment for purposes of stamp duty from the value 
of the same item as appearing in the books of the business. 
The company was formed by Messrs. Wrace and Marrin as a 
private company to take over their business of cab proprietors 
and livery stable keepers. The price of the business was to be 
£46,300, payable as to £7,000 in cash, as to £9,300 in mortgage 
debentures, as to £10,000 by the company taking over certain 
mortgage liabilities, and as to the balance, £20,000, in fully-paid 
shares of £10 each. The apportionment clause in the > 
ment for sale assigned a sum of £27,300 as the share of the 
purchase-money payable in respect of the cabs and horses, while 
in the books of the vendors’ business their value was set down 
at some £11,000 less. To the extent of this £11,000 the Official 
Receiver alleged that the shares issued in pursuance of the 
contract were not paid up, and he claimed to place the allottees 
on the list of contributories accordingly. ‘Io this it was suffi- 
cient answer that the contract was for a sale at one entire sum 
of £46,300 and out of the cash, debentures, and shares issued in 
satisfaction of this sum no specific portion was assigned to the 
_—— of the cabs and horses. Even had such assignment 

een made, yet the vendors were not bound to sell to the 
company at the book price, and the cases referred to above all 
shew that the only way to raise the question of undervalue is to 
impeach the contract itself. In the present instance no 
attempt to do this was made, and the contract, which had been 
duly filed, and the issue of shares under it, had to be treated, 
therefore, as perfectly regular. 








THE SUMMONS FOR DIRECTIONS. 


Wiru reference to the draft rule which we printed last week it 
is desirable that we should offer a few further observations for 
the consideration of our readers. 

As we pointed out in our last issue, the rule, which is to take 
the _ of the present rule 1 of order 30, makes the summons 
for directions, which is now permissive only, obligatory in all 
actions, except in admiralty actions and in actions coming under 
the provisions of order 18a. To the rule itself, properly applied, 
we have no objection to offer. Its main object, no doubt, is to 
enable the judge, at the earliest possible stage in the course 
of the proceedings, to direct whether a case shall be heard 
with or without pleadings. That a large number of cases in the 
Queen’s Bench Division may be so dealt with with advantage to 


—_ mas be ag in pope yom are apes in the 
cery Division, there is no reason to against 
the practice being uniformly applied to both divisions alike. 

The omission, however, of the words in the existing rule, 

“not specially assigned to the Chancery Division,” raises some 
considerations of importance. 
In the first place, it ap to us that in actions which by the 
Judicature Act are specially assigned to the Chancery Division 
the new provision is wholly unnecessary, and will lead to 
expense without corresponding benefit. In such cases it will be 
found rarely, if ever, possible to dispense with pleadings, or, at 
the early stage in the action at which the rule prescribes that 
the summons shall be issued, to give the necessary directions as 
to discovery, whether of documents or by interrogatories, and 
the like. 

To a further point, which is a one more of drafting 
than of substance, we desire to direct attention. The rule pro- 
vides that the summons shall be issued in al/ actions. Now the 
readers of this journal at any rate do not need to be told that it 
is matter of judicial decision that very many of the originating 
summonses which play so large a in the work transacted 
in the Chancery Division are actions—such, for instance, as 
summonses relating to administration under ord. 55, r.3. The 
number of such summonses issued annually is very large. We 
do not imagine that anything so absurd was intended as to 
apply the rule to such cases. But the words “in every action” 
are certainly wide enough to include them, and it would be very 
difficult, in the face of those words, for a master before whom 
such summons should be made returnable, to disallow the costs 
of it, though it could serve no useful . Surely it is not 
too much to ask that rules of court should be drawn in such a 
manner as not to require interpretation at every turn. 

In conclusion, -— would strenuously urge (1) that the rule 
should be confined to actions not specially assigned to the 
Chancery Division ; and (2) that it should in clear and distinct 
terms be confined to actions commenced by writ of summons. 








POOR LAW LOANS. 


Tux case of West Derby Union vy. Metropolitan Life Assurance 
Society (ante, p. 293), in which the decision of Nortu, J. was re- 
versed by the Court of Appeal (Linpitzy and Riesy L.JJ., A. 
L. Suirn, L.J. dissenting), is a difficult one, although it turns 
upon the construction of a single section of the Poor Law Loans 
Act, 1871. The question involved is one of great practical 
importance, for it may be said without exaggeration that 
millions of pounds are at present invested both by insurance 
companies and by private lenders upon the securities granted by 
guardians of unions under their statutory powers. 

The point at issue was whether, by reason of section 2 of the 
Act of 1871, and in particular by reason of the proviso to that 
section, persons who have lent money to guardians upon the 
terms that tho repayment should be spread over a fixed number 
of years are bound to accept repayment of the outstanding 
balance before the period has expired, if the guardians are 
able to raise the money at a lower rate of interest, and have 
obtained an order of the Local Government Board enabling 
them to borrow it for the purpose of redeeming the existing 
loan. 

Section 2 of the Poor Law Loans Act, 1871, is as follows (the 
Local Government Board has of course taken the place of the 
Poor Law Board mentioned in the section): “If any guardians 
or managers, having borrowed or hereafter borrowing money 
under the authority of the Acts referred to, shall be able at any 
time to obtain a loan at a ren ae 3 nyo than a 
secured by the charge previously made by them, they may a 
to the Dare Law Board for a ie to enable them to fe 
the balance of the loan, and to borrow so much money as may 
be necessary for that purpose ; and if the said board shall issue 
their order in that behalf, the said guardians or managers may 
borrow the requisite amount to redeem such balance, and 
charge the fund to which the original loan was charged with 
the repayment of this additional loan in so many instalments as 
shail be outstanding at the time when the loan is redeemed, but 





the suitors of the court we do not question. And, where actions 


not more. Provided that in the event of any loan outstanding 
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at the time of the passing of this Act, no such redemption shall 
take place without the consent of the person or persons to whom 
the loan shall be owing.” 
In the present case the West Derby Guardians, in 1875, 
borrowed £30,000 from the Metropolitan Life Assurance 
Society at 4} per cent. interest, on the terms that the loan 
should be repaid by equal instalments, of principal and interest 
combined, extending over thirty years. In September, 1895, 
the guardians, without any prior notice to the lenders, obtained 
an order of the Local Government Board authorising them to 
repay the unpaid balance of the loan and to borrow money for 
that purpose at 3 per cent., instead of 4} per cent. The 
then served a six months’ notice upon the lenders of 

their intention to pay off the balance of the loan. The lenders 
refused to accept repayment of the loan except according to the 
terms of the contract. Norru, J., held that, with the sanction 
of the Local Government Board, the guardians could redeem 
the loan against the will of the lenders. 
From this decision the insurance company appealed. The 
controversy centred upon the effect of the proviso upon the main 
enactment of the section. Taking the main enactment by itself, 
it is to be observed that it contains no provision in terms requir- 





number of years, concludes with a ape that nothing therein 
contained is to prevent the lenders from receiving repayment of 
the whole or part of the sum borrowed at any time before the 
date of the last instalment “if willing to do so.” This form of 
security is left untouched by the Act of 1871, and it is said that 
to leave unaltered a form providing for an earlier repayment of 
the loan with the consent of the lenders is inconsistent with an 
intention to make the loan repayable at any time without their 
consent. This ar, ent is not without force, but, unfortu- 
nately, our islature is not always careful to repeal all 
previous — which is inconsistent with the enactment 
under consideration at the moment. 

We do not set great store by the arguments founded upon the 
language of other parts of the Act of 1870; it is, no doubt, 
remarkable that if repayment of the whole loan at any time is 
intended to be compulsory it should have been thought 
necessary to require (under section 3) consent to receive repay- 
ment by half-yearly instead of yearly instalments; but this 
section, as well as section 1, shews that where the Legislature 
intended that consent should be necessary they could say so in 
express terms. 

the view rejected by the majority of the court were to 
prevail the proviso would at once become intelligible. The Legisla- 


ing the lenders to accept repayment where a re-borrowing has . u M bs Paes 
been sanctioned by the Local Government Board: it may be | ture did not wish to interfere with existing contracts, but as to 
the future they considered that it was no hardship to bind 


treated as a mere power to re-borrow with the sanction of the 


lenders advancing money only to do so upon the statutory con- 


Departm i ing “ bligations’’—as Liyp L.J. 
ee eT ee tote ,| ditions as to repayment which were before them in an Act of 


remarks—‘‘ either on persons to lend or on lenders to be 


redeemed.” But thi t of the section th t | Parliament. 
ik £, Seems bs cabana hans: 8 is was not stated in express terms, instead of being left to be in- 


ferred from a proviso. The Oourt of Appeal have refused to 
make the inference, and unless this decision is altered by a still 
higher tribunal, the law as to redemption of poor law loans must 
be taken to be settled upon the basis that the terms of the 
mortgage security as to repayment cannot be departed from 
except with the consent of the lenders. 


of Lord Justice A. L. Surrn has considerable force : it is to the 
effect that, upon this construction, the clause would confer very 
little benefit on the guardians or their clients, the ratepayers, in 
whose interest the Act must be presumed to have beon passed. 
If a loun can only be paid off with the consent of lenders who 
have a first-rate security, the cases in which the power to pay 
off could be put into operation would be few and far between. 
It must, however, be remombered that mortgages of rates, by 
the terms of which the lenders are bound, on proper notice, to 
accept repayment before the full period of the loan has expired, 
are not uncommon, and in these cases the section would operate. 
Turning to the proviso, it will be seen that it does not in 
terms affect loans made after the passing of the Act; itisa 
declaration that in the case of balances outstanding at that date 
redemption is not to be compulsory. The argument founded 
upon this provision is obvious: if redemption under the main 
art of the section is only to be made with the consent of the 
enders, why is it necessary to state this expressly, by way of 
proviso, with respect to certain loans—viz., those outstanding 
when the Act was passed. At first sight the inference is irre- 
sistible; no consent on the part of the lender is necessary 





If this was the intention, it is unfortunate that it 


It may be said that the contrary construction would make it 


difficult for guardians to obtain loans upon reasonable terms. 
But the terms would not materially differ from an ordinary 
mortgage of land, except that the Act contains no provisions as 
to notice to the lenders of an intention to repay. In the case 
under discussion a proper notice had been given, and probably 
this would always be done. The ability to repay cannot arise 
very suddenly in view of the necessity for an application to the 
Local Government Board, a proceeding which is never a matter 
of a few days. It may, on the other hand, be anticipated that 
now that the attention of boards of guardians has been called 
to the whole question they will endeavour to obtain the inser- 
tion in their mortgages of a clause requiring the lenders to 
receive repayment, upon proper notice, before the full period of 


except in the case of these outstanding loans. This is the view | the loan has expired. 


adopted by Norrn, J., and, in the Court of Appeal, by A. L. 
Surrn, L.J. The majority of the Court of Appeal have taken 
a different view. Regarding the earlier part of the section as 
& mere power to reborrow, not imposing any obligation, they 
decline to allow that view to be altered by an inference drawn 
from the proviso. Their difficulty was to give a reasonable 
meaning to the proviso. To meet this difficulty it was sug- 
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gested that the proviso was inserted ex abundanti cautela. This | >’ “er : 
seems to us, with all deference, a lame explanation. Another her od by) K presage d ae eae 


suggestion was that the proviso was inserted in order to prevent 
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the powers of the Act from being used to pay off lenders who AaununnEe, MLA., Borvister-at-Law. William Clowes & Sail 


had agreed, before 1871, to accept payment out of any moneys ( 
which the guardians might at any time have applicable to the 
purpose of paying off loans. But it was not shewn that such a 
6 emer was commonly, or ever, inserted in their mortgages 


Limited). 








The funeral of the late Lord Justice Kay took place on Wednesday at 


ore 1871; and it is not likely that this could have been so; | Brockdish Church, Diss, Norfolk. The mourners were Miss Kay, Miss 
for when no power to reborrow existed it is difficult to see how | Marion Kay Cen, Mr. Kay (nephew), Miss Kay-Shuttleworth, Mr- 


F. R. North, The service, which was choral, was 


the existence of a capital fund available for payment of loans | Cecil Russell, and Mr. : 

could have beon contemplated. The current rates wore, it | Conducted by the Rev. J. H. White, rector of Brockdish, assisted by the 
uld h ] . : 4 Rev. E. J. Gaussen, rector of Thorpe Abbotts. The coffin was carried by 

would seem, the only funds out of which payments in respect of | sixteen of the deceased’s farm labourers, and the tenantry followed im 


loans could be met. 


procession to Brockdish Church. Lord Justice Kay was buried in the 


Amongst the beautiful wreaths sent was one from the 


The form of security given in the Union Loans Act, 1869, | family vault. - , 
At the same time as the funeral was taking place in Norfolk,a 


‘ords . s Queen. 
aft an argument in favour of the construction of the Act of memorial service was held at Christ Church, Lancaster-gate. The service 


1871 which has been adopted by the majority of the Court of | was conducted by the Rev. R. N. Blakinstone, assisted by the Rev. Ge 
A - That form, after providing for the payment of|Farran. The service was a choral one, and all tho judges were either 
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CASES OF THE WEEK. 


Jf Court of Appeal. 


Re GROSVENOR AND WEST END TERMINUS HOTEL CO. (LIM.). No. 1. 
22nd March. 


Pnournrt1IoN—Boarp or Trape—Examrxation or Arratrs or Company 
ny Insprcron—Companies Act, 1862 (25 & 26 Vicr. c. 89), ss. 56, 58, 
59, 61. 

Appeal from Lawrance, J., at chambers. Upon a petition signed by the 
requisite number of shareholders the Board of Trade appointed F. Whin- 
ney, under section 56 of the Companies Act, 1862, to examine into the 
affairs of the Grosvenor and West End Terminus Hotel Co. (Limited), and 
to report thereon. Section 56 provides that “‘the Board of Trade may 
appoint one or more competent inspectors to examine into the affairs of 
any company under this Act, and to report thereon, in such manner as the 
Board may direct, upon the applications following : (that istosay) . . . 
(2) In the case of any other company that has a — divided into 
shares, upon the application of members holding not less than one-fifth 
part of the whole shares of the company for the time being issued.” By 
section 58: *‘ It chall be the duty of all officers and agents of the company 
to produce for the examination of the inspectors all books and documents 
in their custody or power. Any inspector may examine upon oath the 
officers and agents of the company in relation to its business, and may 
administer such oath accordingly. If any officer or agent refuses to 
produce any book or document hereby directed to be produced, or to 
answer any question relating to the affairs of the company, he shall incur 
apenalty not exceeding five pounds in respect of each offence.” 4 
section 59, upon the conclusion of the examination the inspectors sh 
report their opinion to the Board of Trade; and by section 61, a copy of 
the report shall be admissible in any legal proceeding as evidence of the 
opinion of the inspectors in relation to any matter contained in such 
report. The inspector having held several sittings, one of the petitioners, 
before the inquiry was concluded, brought an action on behalf of himself 
and all other shareholders against the company, the directors of the 
company, and one R. C. Drew, claiming as against the defendants other 
than the company damages for fraudulent conspiracy in connection with 
the eale of certain goods to the company. Thedirectors and the company 
thereupon applied for a prohibition, directed to the Board of Trade and 
the inspector, to restrain them from proceeding with the inquiry pending 
the action, upon the ground that the matters complained of in the action 
were the subject of inquiry by the inspector, and that the plaintiff in the 
action would probably use the evidence of the directors and the documents 
produced by them on the inquiry for the purposes of the action. Law- 
rance, J., refused'the prohibition. ‘ 

Tue Court (Lord Esuer, M.R., Lopzs and Curry, L.JJ.) dismissed 
the appeal. They said that the inquiry under section 56 was not a judicial 

roceeding at all. There was no judicial determination. The inspector 

d merely to report his opinion to the Board of Trade, and that report, 
was only made evidence of the opinion of the inspector in relation to any 
matter contained therein. There was no power, as Brett, L.J., said in 

Reg. v. Local Government Board (31 W. R. 72, 10 Q. B. D. 309), of imposing 
an obligation upon individuals. Therefore, even if the Board of Trade or 
the inspector had in any way acted wrongly in the matter (which was not 

the case here) prohibition would not in such a case as this lie against 

either the one or the other. The appeal therefore failed.—Counsz1, Sir 

Eiward Clarke, Q.C., Pollard, and T. M. Stevens; Sir Richard Webster, 

AG., and H. Sutton ; Bigham, Q.O., and F. Whinney. Soxscrrors, Mossop 

¢ Rolfe ; Solicitor to the Board of Trade ; C. T. Whinney. 

[Reported ‘by W. F. Barry, Barrister-at-Law.] 

Re COOLGARDIE CONSOLIDATED GOLD MINES (LIM.) No. 2. 16th, 

18tb, and 19th March. 


Company—Wixpinc vup—Svusstratum or Company Gonzs— Company 
Formep to Work Mrxes “‘tn West AvsTRraLiA orn ELsRwHERE”’— 
Onicrvat, Mrnz ABANDONED—ProposaLt To AcaurRE AND Work Ming 
tn AnotuER CoLony. 


This was an appeal from an order of Byrne, J., for the compulsory 
winding up of the Coolgardie Consolidated Gold Mines (Limited). Two 
shareholders in the company had petitioned for a winding-up order, 
alleging that the principal object of the company had become impos- 
sible, and that, therefore, the substratum of the companv was gone. 
The company was incorporated in October, 1895, for certain pu 
stated in paragraph 3 of the memorandum of ion, of which the 
chief were 2s follows: (a) to enter into and carry into effect a certain 
agreement to purchase the Coolgardie Mine in West Australia; (b) to 
acquire mines ‘‘in West Australia or elsewhere,’ and to do all such 
things and conduct such businesses as were ‘‘ permitted under the gold 
law and regulations of the colony of West Australia’’ ; (c) to work the 
Coolgardie Mine ‘‘ and any other mines, reefs, and rights which may from 
time to time be purchased, leased, or otherwise acquired by the com- 
pany”’; (J) ‘to establish and maintain agencies for the of the 
company in West Australia or elsewhere’’; (¢) “‘to establish in West 
Australia or elsewhere a register of shareholders, and to take such steps as 
may be necessary to give the company, so far as may be, the same rights 
and privileges in West Australia or elsewhere as nk ey wa by local 
companies or partnerships of a like character, and, if req to the 

y in West Australia.”” The Mine proved to be abso- 


com 
Intely worthless, and after wid ciate 5 deh tas 
abandoned. The company 


now entered info a new contract, 





by | 4 


which the vendors of the Coolgardie Mine agreed to the com ° 
practically for nothing, a mine not in West Australia, in Victoris, the 
company on its part releasing all claims against the vendors in res of 
the old mine. A large number of shareholders su) the -W 
petition. Byrne, J., regarding the acquisition and working of the Cook 
gardie Mine as the real object of the company, decided that the substra- 
tum of the company was gone, and made an order for a compulsory 
winding up. Some of the shareholders of the company ° 

= Court (Lrypiey, A. L. Surra, and Riesy, L.JJ.) dismissed the 
appeal. 

arnDLEY, L.J., said: In this case there has been a company formed 
fora purpose mentioned in the 3rd paragraph of the memorandum of 
association. That memorandum of association is not framed on the model 
of Table A of the Compaines Act, 1862, and instead of stating shortly 
what the objects of the company ate'tc be it sets out a list of objects in 
the most general language. If we are to construe that list literally, 
it is a memorandum of association constituting a company for the 
purpose of working any mines anywhere. I call that a ectly extra- 
vagant construction. Such a company as that could hardly be formed for 
any honest purpose, because it is ce that business people would not 
put their money into it. ‘Then, if that is not the true construction, what 
is the true construction of this memorandum, on the. assumption that the 
transaction is an honest one? If itis a swindling memorandum, i suppose 
it ought to be construed as an attempt to get money to work mines 
anywhere ; tin, gold, or ccpper mines. But I treat this as an honest 
company, formed for the purpose of working gold mines in West 
Australia. If that is not what it was formed for, it is a swindling 
company. I think you can, by looking a littie carefully at the language, 
and especially at the last words of clause (+), which has been so much 
commented upon in argument, snd at clause (¢), come to the conclusion 
that to work a gold mine or gold mines in West Australia was the real 
object for which this company was formed. In particular, there was 
present to the minds of those who got up this company a mine referred to 
in clause (a) of the 3rd paragraph of the memorandum of on— 
namely, that described in the agreement referred to in clause 2 of the 
articles of asrociation, and described in that agreement as about ten miles 
south of Coolgardie. That, clearly, was the paramount object, and that 
is the thing which the company was got up to do. It was all for the 
purpose of working that mine; though it incidentally appears in the 
prospectus that there were subordinate objects— y, to work other 
mines if necessary. It is now agreed on all hands that the Coolgardie 
mine is a failure. It is not that it has been worked out; it has altogether 
broken down. The proposal now is not to work some other mine in West 
Australia; there is no evidence that anybody wishes to keep the company 
going for any purpose of that kind. The pro is to acquire 
a mine somewhere in Victoria, several thousand miles, I suppose, 
from Coolgardie. It might just as well have been in British 
Columbia or the Transvaal. Can it, then, be eaid that the substratum 
of this company is not gone? If it is gone the question is for the share- 
holders. If the majority of the shareholders expressed a wish to go on 
working the old mine, or some other mine in West Australia, there would 
be a question fer us to consider; but they do not. They say that they 
wish to go on working this gold reef in Victoria. The minority say no. 
As regards the majority, without going through the exact figures, there is 
a majority of about three to one in value for going on, notin West Aus- 
tralia but in Victoria. If you count heads Pe the majority is the 
other way. Now, if you look at it either as a business man or as a lawyer, 
the real object for which the omen was formed is ho; y impos- 
sible. It was suggested, particularly by Mr. Upjohn, that West Australia 
is a large place, that there are probably other mines there, that this 
company may find other mines to work within that colony; and that, 
therefore, you may not say that the objects for which the company was 
formed have entirely failed. Thatis really a question of fact. I do not 
doubt that there are other mines, and it might be possible for this 
company to acquire and work one of them. But that is not the practical 
question which we have to deal with, and therefore I throw that over as 
an unpractical and unbusinesslike answer. That I am warranted in so 
doing is, I think, settled by the case of Re Haven Gold Mining Co. (30 
W. R. 389, 20 Ch. D. 151), where the same t might have been, 
and indeed was, suggested, and the court would not listen to it because 
there was not really a practical option in that case as there is not here. 
It appears to me that Byrne, J., has taken the right view of this case, and 
that the appeal ought to be dismissed with costs. 

A. L. Smrru and Riesy, L.JJ., delivered judgment to the same effect. 
Counszt, Buckley, Q.C., and Upjohn; Swinfen Eady, Q.0., and 2. F. 


Spence; Eve, Q.C., and Ingpen.—Souicrtors, Bonner, , Burnie, $ 
Co. ; Bull § Bull; P. J. Gordon § Son. 

| Reported by R. C. Macxznziz, Burrister-at-Law. } 
Re THE WESTERN COUNTIES MILLING 00. 


STEAM BAKERIES AND 
(LIM.). No. 2, 24th Feb. and 11th March. 
Company—Winpinc vup—Dz Facro Avprrors—Orricars or THe Oom- 

} Vereen (Wixpine-vp) Acr, 1890 (53 & 54 Vicr. co. 63), 

s. 10. 

A from a decisicn (reported ante, p. 242, and 45 W. R. 263) of 
Stir ee who hed held thes two gentlemen who hed acted as auditors 
of the above-named company, though not formally elected to the office, 
were liable as officers of the company under the misfeasance section of the 
Companies (Winding-up) Act, 1890. The facts are clearly stated in the 


t of Lindley, L.J. The a 
gy (Livotzy, A. L. cam, Rrosy, L.JJ.) allowed the 
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Lrnptey, L.J., read the following judgment: This is an appeal by 
Messrs. Parsons & Robjent from an order of Stirling, J., refusing to 
sta: ings taken against them by the liquidator of the above com- 
pany under section 10 of the Companies Winding-up Act, 1890. The 

uestion raised by this appeal is whether Messrs. Parsons & Robjent are 
ble to} be proceeded against under that section as ‘officers’ of the 
company. To answer this question it isnecessary to ascertain who Messrs. 
Parsons & Robjent are, and what they have done. They were accountants 
employed by one of the directors to audit the accounts of the company 
andto prepare a balance-sheet for the year 1889, to be laid before the 
shareholders of the company at their annual general meeting. This they 
did ; the partners signed, per. pro., a certificate at the bottom, worded, 
‘We have carefully examined the accounts of the Western Counties 
Steam Bakeries and Milling Co., and find the same to be in accordance 
with the above balance-sheet, which shows the correct financial position 
of the company.’’ The accounts were, in fact, examined and the balance- 
sheets prepared by a clerk of the firm, and he signed the name of the firm 
at the bottom of the certificate ; but no reliance was placed by the appel- 
lants upon this circumstance. They admitted their clerk’s authority to 
act for them, and they admitted their own liability for what their clerk 
did. A similar course had been pursued the year before, but the liquida- 
tor only proceeded against the appellants with reference to the accounts 
for 1889. Messrs. Parsons & Robjent were paid £12 12s. for their services 
in respect of the accounts of 1889 by a cheque of the company. Those 
are the whole of the facts. Now, if section 10 of the Winding-up Act, 
1890, contained the word “‘ auditor,’’ it might well be that Messrs. Parsons 
& Robjent, having acted as they did, could not be heard to say that they 
were not auditors, and section 10 might well apply to them. I think this 
would be so, and the cases of Gibson v. Barton (23 W. R. 858, L. R. 10 
Q. B. 329) and Coventry and Dixon's case (28 W. It. 779, 14 Ch. D. 660) are 
authorities to shew that it would. But the werd ‘‘ auditor” is not in the 
section, and what has to be determined is whether Messrs. Parsons & Rob- 
jent were officers of the company, or have so acted that they cannot be 
heard to ray that they were not. If all persons who did auditor’s work 
for a company were officers of the company the case would be easy; but 
no decision has yet gone this length, and if that were the law the careful 
examination of the Acts of Parliament and articles of association made in 
the cases of Re The London and General Bank (43 W. R. 481; 1895, 2 Ch. 
166) and Re The Kingston Cotton Mills Co. (44 W. R. 210; 1896, 1 Ch. 6) 
would have been quite unnecessary. An auditor may or may not be an 
officer of acompany. So may anybody else—e.g., a banker or solicitor. 
Primé facie such persons are not officers. See as to bankers Jn re Imperial 
Land Co. of Marseilles (19 W. R. 223, L. R. 11 Eq. 478); as to solicitors 
In re Carter (34 W. R. 516, 31 Ch. D. 496). But if appointed to an office 
under the company and if they act in that office as officers of the company 
they will be officers within section 10—Re Liberator Building Society (71 
L. T. Rep. 406)—and no irregularity in their appointment would, I con- 
ceive, avail them. But to be an officer there must be an office, and an 
office imports a recognized position with rights and duties annexed to it, 
and it would be an abuee of words to call a person an officer who fills no 
position either de jure or de facto, but who happens to do some of the work 
which he would have to do if he were an officer in the proper sense of the 
word. Turning to the articles of association of this company, we find that 
the office of auditor is provided for; appointments to it are made, not by 
the directors, but by the shareholders in general meeting; the office is 
annual; the remuneration is fixed by the shareholders; they can re-elect 
him on his quitting office; his duties are expressly stated; and large 
are conferred upon him in order to enable him to perform those 
Ratios. Messrs. Parsons & Robjent performed the duties which an 
auditor would have had to perform ; but it appears to me that they were 
no more de facto than they were de jure officers of the company. They 
‘were simply accountants, called in by the directors to do a piece of work, 
and they never were and never pretended to be or acted as if they were 
anything else. In my opinion Stirling, J., has regarded the decisions in 
the cases of Re The London and General Bank (ubi supra) and Re The Kingston 
Cotton Mills Co. (ubi supra) as going considerably further than they did. 
They decided two points only—viz., first, that auditors might be officers 
within section 10, a proposition which in the first case was very stoutly 
disputed ; and, secondly, that the auditors in those cases were officers of 
the companies then in question ; that is, thatthe persons there had within 
section 10 really filled the office of auditor in those cases respectively. The 
must be allowed with costs here and below, and all p i 
orang appellants under section 10 of the Winding-up Act, 1890, must 
be sta 











A. L. Surrn, L.J , also read a judgment as follows: The question 
raised in this appeal is whether the liquidator of the Western Counties 
Bakery and Milling Co. (Limited) can take proceedings in a summary way 
by means of what is called a misfeasance summons under section 10 of the 

Winding-up Act against Messrs. Charles Edward Parsons & 

F Pring Robjent, as being. officers of that company. If they 
were officers of the company upon the 30th of January, 1890, when they 
certified the correctness of the company’s balance-sheet for the year 1889, 
they may be proceeded against by means of such summons, otherwise 
they cannot be. Lindley, L.J., has stated the facts of the case, and I do 
not further allude to them. It has been held by this court in the case of 
Re Kingston Cotion Mills Co. (ubi supra), following the case in this court 
of Re London and General Bank (ubi supra), that where a company, having 
articles of association similar to those in the present case, has appointed a 
person to the office of auditor of the company, such n is an 
‘ officer’? within the meaning of section 10 of the bompanits Winding 
up Act of* 1890, which runs thus: ‘‘ Where any director, manager, 
liquidator, or other officer of the company” has done certain acts he 
may be proceeded against as in the section mentioned by means of a mis- 
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feasance summons. It having thus been held that a person appointed by 
a company to the office of auditor of the company is an officer within the 
meaning of the section, we are now asked to go a step further and ft 
hold that a person who has never been appointed to the office of auditor 
or to any other office in the company at all is nevertheless an officer of 
the company if he has performed work which an auditor, if he had begy 
appointed by the company to the office of auditor, would have unde: 
and performed. The argument of the liquidator is that the undertal 
to perform and the performance of auditor’s work upon any given 
occasion make a person an officer of the company within section 10, 
although he has never been appointed to that or to any other office in the 
company, and it is said that decided cases show this to be so. The firat 
case which is relied upon is that of Gibson v. Barton (ubi supra), where 
Blackburn and Lush, JJ., held, Quain, J., dissenting, that a man who 
performed the work of manager of a company became thereby the de fact 
manager and consequently was within the terms of an Act which enacted 
that every ‘‘manager’’ who shall knowingly and wilfully authorize of 
permit a default being made in forwarding a list of members to the 
Registrar of Joint-Stock Companies should incur a penalty. These two 
learned judges held that ‘‘ maoager"’ in the Act meaut manager de facto, 
and that a person who performed manager’s work becomes thereby 
manager; but how does this establish that a person who performs 
auditor’s work becomes an officer of the company? If the words of the 
section had included the word ‘‘ auditor’’ the case would have been 
applicable, but no such word is in the section. I agree that performing 


the work of an auditor shows the person to be a de facto, though ) 


he may not be a de jure auditor, but, to succeed, the liquidator 
must shew that the person is a de facto ‘“‘ officer.’’ 
are officers of a company and some are not. Those who are officers are 
within the section, not those who are not officers. It is no good shewing 
that a person performs auditor’s work; it must be shewn that he isa& 
facto officer of the company. The next case is that of Coventry and Dizon's 
case (ubi supra). There'two directors did the work of directors without 
being qualified to be directors. Sir George Jessel held them to be de facto 
directors though they were not de jure directors, and as such were liable 
to be p ed agaiost summarily by way of a misfeasance summons as 
being directors of the company who are persons designated in the section 
to be proceeded against. When this case was under appeal (it was 
reversed upon another point) Bramwell, L.J., said if he (that is, the 
director) has done anything wrong as a de facto director no doubt he can be 
got at under the clause. In this I agree, and if Messrs. Parsons & Rob- 
jent had done anything wrong as ds facto officers they could be got at; 
but they have done nothing of the sort, for the simple reason they have 
never become officers of the company at all. When examined Coventry and 
Dizon’s case (ubi supra) is only the case of Gibson v. Barton (ubi supra) over 
again. I agree that doing the work of a director may make a persons 
de facto director, and the section enacts that a director may be proceeded 
against by summons. Doing the work of a manager may make a person 
a de facto manager, and the section enacts that a manager may be pro- 
ceeded against by summons. Soin the case of a liquidator. Doing the 
work of an auditor may make a person a de facto auditor, but the section 
does not make an auditor liable to be proceeded against ; it is only when 
he is de facto or de jure an officer of the "4 that he can be pro- 
ceeded against by summons under section 10. In this case Messrs. 
Parsons and Robjent were neither de facto nor de jure officers of the com- 
pany ; then how can they be said with truth to be officers of the com. 
pany? All that this court has heretofore held is that an auditor may be 
proceeded against by summons if he is de facto an officer of the company. 
It has not held that a man may be proceeded against by summons when 


he is neither de facto nor de jure an officer of the company. For these 


reacons I think my brother Stirling went too far in holding these appli- 
cants liable. The question is not that which the learned judge put to 
himeelf—were the applicants de facto auditors? It is, were they de facto 
officers? In my judgment the application to stay proceedings upon 
> aces should have been granted, and this appeal must be 
allowed. 

Ricuy, L.J., said he had had an opportunity of reading the written 
judgment of Lindley, L J., and concurred in it. He added that he could 
not see how from any point of view the accountants could be officers of the 
company ; they had no rights, and were simply servants who could be dis- 
missed atany moment. If they had asked to be paid the directors could 
have said, ‘‘ We dispense with your services.’’ Officers must hold am 
cffice, and could only be removed for just cause. Here they could be 
removed at the pleasure of the directors, who could have appointed = 
other man to do the work. Ap allowed.—OounszL, Eve, Q.C 
Frank Evans, ; Buckley, Q.C., and Edwin Ward. So.icrrors, ¥ 
Ryland, § Parker, for $ Hornby, Newport, Mon.; Talbot ¢ Tasker, 
for Dixon ¢ Dizon, Bristol. 

[Reported by W. Suaticross Gopparp, Barrister-at-Law.! 





High Court—Chancery Division. 


Re WILLS SANDFORD, WILLS SANDFORD v. WILLS SANDFORD. 
North, J. 20th March. 


Domictu—Resipence Aproap—Anmus RevexrEnvi. 


This was an adjourned summons, in which the distribution of thé : 
m her domicil at the date of her death. — 


estate of an intesta 


The lady was born in Ireland, and resided in England or travelled 
until she was forty-seven, then in 1865 went abroad and never re 
Cannes in 1869 with a view to build a house, 
war, and although she ~ 


She bought some land 


but was interrupted by the Fr : 
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retained the property down to her death in 1895, she never did build. 
There were indications of an intention to zotarn ; for instance, in 1885 the 
intestate took a house at St. 8 for three years, but never occu- 

it. It was contended, however, that by a residence abroad 
she had acquired a French domicil, and that mere indications of an inten- 
tion to return had no effect. 

Nortu, J.—In this case there is nothing to shew that the lady acquired a 
domicil in France, although it was traly said that if she tad aoaebed a 
domicil there there is nothing to shew that she ever gave up such 
domicil. She went abroad after her father’s death, and then in 1859 lived 
in an unfurnished house in Cheltenham ; after that she lived at several 

es, amongst others Cannes and Torquay. She went abroad in 1865, 
and from that date until her death in 1895 she never came back to 
England. She bought land at Cannes inten to build, but she never 
did. She did not purchase the land as a domiciled Frenchwoman, and is 
not so described in the conveyance. The breaking out of the war may 
have had something to do with her never buiiding, but ten months elapsed 
between the purchase and the breaking out of the war. She then went 
to Switzerland for two or three years, then came to Nice to an hotel. In 
1879 she came away from the south of France, and went to an hotel at 
Boulogne. She went to Paris and then to Switzerland for two or three 
years, and then stopped in furnished apartments in Paris for a year or 
two. In 1886 she took an unfurnished house at St. Leonard’s for three 
years, and paid the rent until 1889, although she had the option of giving 

the house at the end of the first or second year. Her di f 1894 
thews a desire to ret to England. I tone "e 
om: 





that she had an idea of returni 














whic 
x 7 , Q.0., and Fisher; Swinfen , B&., 
Soticitors, Kingsford, Dorman, § Co., for Phillips § Cheeseman, 


[Reported by G. B. Hamuttroy, Barrister-at-Law.] 


SMITH v. THE NEW PUBLISHING CO. (LIM.) AND ANOTHER. 
* Kekewich, J. 18th March. 


CorpyrigutT—PicturE—AssiGNMent or ‘* Woop Encravinec Copyrricat’?— 
Inprvistnmuity or Copyricut—Licence—Rerropvuction By ‘*‘ Procgss”’ 
—DAMAGEs. 


The plaintiff in this case was the painter of, and owner of the copyright 
in, a picture entitled ‘‘ They forged the last link with their lives,’’ 
a representation of a boat with the dead figures of members of Sir John 
Franklin’s ill-fated expedition to the Arctic regions, one survivor alone 
standing by the boat and gazing on his dead companions. The picture 
was painted and exhibited in the Royal Academy in 1895, and was also 
exhibited in the Manchester Art Gallery. On the 17th of January, 1896, 
the plaintiff sold for £21 to the Graphic newspaper the wood engraving 

hts in the picture, the document proving this being a receipt in the 

lowing form: ‘‘ January 17th, 1896. Received of the proprietors of the 
Graphic the sum of twenty-one pounds for the wood engraving copyright of 
the picture (Royal Academy, 1895) entitled ‘‘ They forged the last link 
with their lives,” North-West Passage in ships Zrebus and Zerror, 1849-50. 
(Name) W. Thomas Smith, with thanks. (Date) January 20th, 1896. 
£21. Please stamp, sign, and return this half at your earliest con- 
venience.” This document was never registered as an assignment of 
7 copyright. In March, 1896, the plaintiff sent a photograph of the picture 
to the art editor of the Jdler with the following words written on it: 
“With the artist’s compliments to the art editor of the Idler.” The 
defendants, the proprietors of the Idler, on the 5th of May, published in 
the Idler a *‘ process”’ reproduction of the photograph, and upwards of 
30,000 — of the magazine were put into circulation. A double-page 
“ wood-block’’ of the picture 


Coun ’ 
and Ford. 
Hastings. 





the 25th of July, 1896. On the 


(on a and ae, — Windus (the pub- 
lishers of the Idler) asking for an injunction, delivery up, damages, and 
costs. The evidence shewed that publication and Setlation of a cheap 
reproduction by ‘‘ process’’ of a picture would lessen the chances of 
success of a pro} reproduction in the form of high-class and expensive 

vure. The defendants contended that by the ‘‘ assignment” to 
the Graphic the plaintiff had parted with his copyright in the picture 
inasmuch as copyright was from its nature ensovesabia, and that conse- 
uently he had no right to sue; and further, that inasmuch as the copy- 
Aight was not registered by him until the 18th of May, when the defen- 
dants had less than 150 copies left in stock, he could not recover : 
Ie said that when a photograph of a picture was sent to them 
“with the artist’s compliments” it was presumably intended for 
publication, and they were entitled by ‘‘ custom” to publish it. 
Kexewicn, J., said that there were one or two points of law to be first 
disposed of. The first point was, the defendants said the plaintiff had no 
title to sue, notwithstanding the registration of the copyright, because on 
the 17th of gy 1896, he assigned that copyright to the proprietors 
of the Graphic. at assignment, however, was not registered. His 
lordship here read the receipt from the Graphic, and said that it was a 
somewhat anomalous document. Mr. Renshaw had that, being an 
assignment of copyright for wood engraving, and copyright being unsever- 
able in its nature, it was an assignment of the whole copyright. His 
lordship was not sure that any of the Copyright Acts contemplated sever- 
ance, but that question did not arise here, because he thought that it 
would be entirely contrary to the contract with the Graphic to hold that 
it was intended by the plaintiff that the copyright should pass. The way out 
of the difficulty was to hold that the contract was a licence to ve, 
e copyright 


and the document, therefore, not being an 


Femained in the plaintiff. His lordship then dealt with the facts concern- 





subsequently 13 the in the Graphic of 
his copiright in the pictufé, and, on the 29th o: > 1896, brought this 


’ 
had come to the mae Ty 
to him was an invitation to ow j 
it without remuneration, and uced it accordingly. The ques- 
tion of damages was one of difficulty, and it was clear on the - 
evidence his lordship could not say that no injury had been done to the 
plaintiff, consequently the plaintiff was entitled to some damages. What 
was to be the amount? The evidence was and indefinite, and not 
of much assistance on that point. All his lordship could do was to award 
a substantial sum and at the same time not to give an excessive one. The 
defendants had stated that they had only 181 co of the Idler left in - 
stock at the date of the plaintiff's on of cop must 
not be forgotten in the first place that in all probability a good many would 
a y be returned by the wholesale dealers; and secondly, that 
the defendants were responsible for all sold to the public after that day, 
though they themselves had parted with them before. e therefore 
awarded to the plaintiff the sum of £25 damages, and costs.—CovunszL, 
Willis Bund and A. W. Baines ; Renshaw, Q.O., and Kerly. Sotrcrrons, 
Withalls $ Belton; Kerly, Son, § Verden. 
[Reported by C. C. Hexstey, Barrister-at-Law.] 


Re HAYWARD, HAYWARD v. HAYWARD. Kekewich, J. 19th March. 

Lire Inrerest—Forrerrurk on Bankruprcy—Co.LontaL Banxkruprcy— 

—— Domictu—Prorgrty nor ‘‘ VgsTep In oR Payasie To’? CoLonraL 
‘RUSTE. 


ing the sending and receipt of the 
Seat ne schag at ap 

oug most s t 
that the of the ph 


This was a summons by the trustees of the will of Josephine Elizabeth 
Hayward, who died in 1892, for the determination of the question 
whether the defendant, Frederick Berger Hayward, who was a domiciled 
Englishman, but had been adjudicated benksups in New Tad 
forfeited his life interest under the testatrix’s will. By her will the 
testatrix had bequeathed a fund to her trustees upon trust to pay the 
income thereof to her son, Frederick Berger Hayward, ‘‘ during his life or 
until he shall be outlawed, or upt, or file a petition for 
liquidation of his affairs, or 8 c , or incumber, or attempt 
or affect to assign, charge, or incumber the said interest, dividends, or 
income, or some part thereof, or shall do or suffer —e whereby the 
same or some part thereof would, through his own act or default, or by 
operation or process of Jaw, or otherwise, if belonging absolutely to him, 
become vested in or payable to some other person or persons.”’ After the 
determination of this trust in favour of the son, there was a gift over of 
the fund on trusts similar to those declared of the testatrix’s resid 
estate. In December, 1895, the defendant, Frederick Berger Hay a 
was adjudicated bankrupt at Auckland, New Zealand, on a creditor's 
— and thereupon his personal property became vested in his trustee 

bankruptcy. In December the bankruptcy was annulled. The 
defendant was at the time in ow d, but 
still retained his English domicil. On behalf of the defendant, Fred- 
erick Berger Havent was contended that as he had retained his 
English domicil the adjudication did not vest in his trustee property in 
England, but the trastee would have to come over and by the help of the 
English courts validate his title (Re Blithman, L. R. 2 Eq. 23), conse- 
quently that his property had not become vested in or payable to some other 
person within the meaning of the will, and that Re Davidson's Settlement 
Trusts (21 W. R. 452, L. R. 15 Eq. 383) did not apply, because in that 
case the debtor was made bankrupt oa his own petition. On behalf of 
the person entitled to the next life interest, expectant on the determina- 
tion of F. B. Hayward’s life interest, it was contended that the words of 
the trust comprised any recognized bankraptcy (Re Aylwin's Trust, 21 
W. R. 864, 16 Eq. 585), and that a colonial bankruptcy was recognized by 
section 118 of the Bankruptcy Act, 1883, and that the question of domi- 
cil was not the true test upon which to decide a case of forfeiture. 


Kexewicu, J.—The question which I have to decide is whether this 
colonial bankruptcy operates to effect the forfeiture of the son’s life 
interest. Now, in respect of this pro , could the New Zealand trustee 
in bankruptcy sue here on a bill a declaration in his favour ?—I 
mean, of course, but for this clause. 
question wiether this was a good New Zealand bankruptcy. 
of that colony the personal pro of the bankru) 

trustee in bankruptcy. I am with the question of the ownership 
of the perty, and I should have come to the conclusion that cessio 
bonorum in New Zealand passed to the trustee all that the 
— f. But there Le selena —— view—viz., 
where Romilly puts on 

: ** I am of opinion upon all er aanianton 
cited to me and considering it as carefully as I can, 


. Here that was not the case ; 
his back; he was domiciled in 
ment Trusts is not adveree so as to 

decide this case according to Re Blithman ; if that case 





overruled ; it was not open to James, L.J., asa judge of first 
overrule Ze Blithman. Theceiore T think’ that. dhis adjudication 
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make the property payable to the trustee in bankruptcy.—Counss1, 
Freeman ; Mark Romer ; Bali. Souicrrors, Frank Richardson § Sadler. 
[Reported by R, J. A. Moneison, Barrister-at-Law. } 





High Court—Queen’s Bench Division. 


RUINEK AND ANOTHER (Respondents) v. OVERSEERS AND PARISH 
COUNCIL OF CRAYFORD (Appellants). 17th March. 


Loca Government— Licutina anp Wartcutnc—Baickrretp—3 & 4 
Witt. 4, c. 90, s. 33—** Houses, Burnpines, AnD Property OTHER THAN 
Lanp ’’—Lanp. 


Special case stated on an appeal to the Kent Quarter Sessions on a 
rating appeal in respect of rates made under the Lighting and Watching 
Act, 1833, on a brickfield belonging to the respondents on this applica- 
tion, the appellants in the court below. By the Poor Relief Act, 1601 
(43 Eliz. c. 2), s. 1, the overseers of the poor are empowered to raise 
money for the relief of the poor ‘‘ by taxation of every occupier of lands, 
houses, tithes impropriate or propriations of tithes, coal mines, or saleable 
underwoods.”” By section 33 of the Lighting and Watching Act, 1833, 
the overseers of the poor of any parish to which the provisions of the Act 
shall extend ‘‘ shall, for the purpose of collecting, raising, and levying the 
rate necessary for the purposes of this Act, proceed in the same manner, 
and have the same powers, remedies, and privileges for levying money 
for the relief of the poor of the said parish, provided always that owners 
and occupiers of houses, buildings, and property (other than land) rate- 
able to the relief of the poor in any such parish shall be rated at and pay 
a rate in the pound three times greater than that at which the owners 
and occupiers of land shall be rated for the purposes of this Act.’’ The 
quarter sessions held that the owners of the brickfield should be rated at 
2d. in the £ instead of 6d., as in the rate, and directed that the rate 
should be amended accordingly. On this the rating authority obtained 
the statement of acase. Of the land included in the assessment twenty- 
five acres was agricultural land, and as to this there was no dispute, but 
on the remaining portions used by the respondents for their brickmaking 
were several engine-houses with engine and wash mills. There was also 
a wheelwright’s shop and smithy, and on another plot a cottage occupied 
by-a foreman. There was also a wharf used for loading bricks into barges, 
and a kiln used for burning bricks in clamps. On another plot of land 
were coalsheds, and a concrete pavement for drying bricks. The bricks, 
when standing on these slabs, were covered with movable wooden 
**hack’’ covers. In another part of the property there were clay pits and 
moulders’ huts, and a series of roofed buildings with open sides con- 
taining fourteen machine mixers worked by an engine. For the appel- 
lants counsel contended that this was a business establishment in which 
capital was invested for commercial purposes, and that it should be assessed 
at the higher rate as coming within the words of the statute ‘‘ property 
other than land.’”” He cited Peto v. West Ham Overseers (2 E. & E. 144), 
Reg. v. Neath Overseers (L. R. 6 Q. B. 707), Reg. v. Midland Railway Co. 
(L. RB. 10 Q. B. 389), Thursby v. Overseers of Briercliffe-with-Entwistle 
1895, App. Cas. 32), and London and North-Western Railway Co. v. Llan- 

Improvement Board (1897, 1 Q. B. 287). For the respondents it was 
urged that the buildings on the property were merely ancillary to the 
land. A brickfield was not a claas of property specially mentioned in the 
statute of Elizabeth liable to pay the higher rate, and therefore the lower 
rate ought only to be levied. 

Tue Court upheld the decision of the quarter sessions, reducing the 


Cave, J., said they had before them an assessment on the property as a 
whole, and, treated as one property, the brickfield was ‘‘land’’ and not 
** buildings or property other than land.’’ Under the Act of Elizabeth a 
distinction was made between “‘land’’ and ‘‘houses.”’ In the Act of 
1833 the word “ buildings ’’ was introduced, which gave rise to a difficulty 
in those cases where property consisting of land with buildings thereon 
had to be assessed. The judges had fluctuated in their decisions, and had 
at first tried to find some reason for the distinction. At one time it was 
thought that property of a class which derived greater benefit from the 
Lighting and Watching Act should pay at the higher rate; but as the 
definition *‘ property other than land’’ in the statute of Elizabeth 
included not only ‘‘ coal mines’’ but ‘‘ saleable underwood,”’ it was clear 
that no such principle could be applied. The rule could not be put higher 
than this: that ‘‘ land ’’—i.e., agricultural land, should be rated as land, 
and when a subject of rateability was ‘‘land with buildings on it,’’ if the 
land was accessory to the buildings it should be rated as *‘ property 
other than land,” and if the buildings were accessory to the land, then it 
should be rated only as land. Those who made the rate might perhaps 
have properly broken up the rate and made a separate assessment for the 
foreman’s house, but taking the brickfield as a whole, apart from the 
foreman’s house, all the engine sheds and other buildings were clearly 
ancillary to the use of the land as a brickfield—at any rate so far as the 
court could judge from the materia!s then before them. 

Lawranceg, J., concurred. Appeal dismissed.—CounseL, Morton Smith 
and Hohler ; Dickens, Q.C.. and Tassell. Soxscrrons, Pyke § Parrott, for 
J. J.C. Hayward, Dartford; H. P. Davies. 

[Reported by Exsxixr Rein, Barrister-at-Law. } 


LE NEVE FOSTER (Appellant) v. TRUSTEES OF NEWHAVEN 
HARBOUR (Respondents). 16th March. 


Mines—Jvustices—Quvarry Lerr Unrencen—‘‘ Occupier ’’ —Meratii- 
rgrous Minzs Reouiarton Act, 1872 (35 & 36 Vict. c. 77), ss. 24, 35, 41 
—Quvarnrizs Act, 1894 (57 & 58 Vicr. c. 42) s. 2. 


Special case stated by the justices of Sussex. The question raised was 





what was the meaning of the word “‘ occupier ’’ in the Metalliferous Mines 
Regulation Act, 1872, as applied by the Quarries Act, 1894. An inform. 
ation was laid by the appellant, one of her Majesty’s Inspectors of 
Metalliferous Mines, against the Newhaven Harbour and Ou:ze Lower 
Navigation Trustees of Lewes for not fencing a certain quarry. The 
justices held, on the facts as stated below, that the respondents were 
not ‘‘owners and occupiers” of the quarry, and dismissed the informa. 
tion. The facts set out in the special case were as follow: By section 2 
of the Quarries Act, 1894, certain provisions of the Metalliferous Mines 
Act, 1872, were applied to quarries. By section 24 of the Aci of 1872 it 
was provided that any owner of a mine ese | to comply with the special 
rules for the regulation of quarries should be guilty of an offence, 
Section 41 defines ‘‘owner’’ as ‘‘any person or body corporate who is 
the immediate proprietor or lessee or occupier of any mine or of any part 
thereof,’ and does not include ‘‘a person or body corporate who merely 
receives a royalty, rent, or fine from a mine, or is merely the proprietor 
of a mine subject to any lease, grant, or licence for the working thereof, 
or is merely the owner of the soil and not interested in the minerals of 
the mine.’? An arrangement some years ago was entered into between 
the respondents and Lord Gage, under which the former were to be 
allowed to take flint and chalk from the quarry at so much perton. The 
special rules provided for the fencing of all dangerous quarries, and the 
quarry in question had been found dangerous. To put up a fence, leave 
would first have to be obtained from Lord Gage, and it was stated that 
such leave would be granted. The appellants contended that the respon- 
dents were ‘‘ owners,’’ as defined by section 41 as being ‘‘ occupiers” of 
the quarry, and that Lord Gage was not liable to put up the fence. The 
respondents denied liability, and contended they were not ‘‘ occupiers,” 
they having a mere licence to take flint and chalk on paying the full 
value of the material removed. The licence was, moreover, revocable at 
the will of the grantor. They did not work the quarry for profit, but 
only took such materials as they required from time to time for their 
works on the river bank. For this privilege they really paid Lord Gagea 
royalty, and were therefore exempted under section 41. 

Tue Covrr (‘Cave and Lawrzance, JJ.) dismissed the appeal. The 
justices were right in holding that the respondents were not ‘‘ occupiers ”’ 
within the meaning of the section. They had only a licence to take flint 
and chalk themselves. It was not shewn to be an exclusive licence, nor 
did it carry with it the right to grant a licence to anyone else.—OounsgL, 
Bonsey ; Raven. Soutcrrors, The Treasury Solicitor; Palmer § Bull, for 
F. Holman, Lewes. 


{Reported by Exsxixz Rern, Barrister-at-Law. | 





Bankruptcy Cases. 


Re JOHNSON. Ex parte HYDE v. CASH. Vaughan Williams, J. 10th 
and 15th March. 


Banxruptcy—Rieut or Distress—Mortoace—AtTrornMeNnt —ScRRENDBE 
By Operation or Law—Bankrvuptcy Act, 1883 (46 & 47 Vicr. c. 52), 
s. 42 


This was an application by Mrs. Hyde, for a declaration that she was 
entitled to distrain upon the premises of the bankrupt for £195, being six 
months rent accrued due prior to the receiving order, and for an order 
for payment to her by the trustee of a sum of money by way of rent for 
his use and occupation of the premises since the receiving order. The 
premises in question had originally been mortgaged in 1873 by C. W. and 
J. Johnson to Mrs. Hyde’s husband (since deceased), to secure the sum 
of £6,500 at 6 per cent. interest, such mortgage containing, by way of 
additional remedy to the mcrtgagee, a clause whereby C. W. and J. 
Johnson attorned tenants to Hyde from year to year at a yearly rent of 
£390, the equivalent of the interest under the mortgage; and whereby 
Hyde was declared to have the same powers of distress as a landlord. 
Upon the 16th of May, 1888, Hyde died leaving all his property to Mrs. 
Hyde. Upon the 22nd of September in the same year, C. W. Johnson, 
who now had the whole of the mortgagors’ interest, became a bankrupt, 
and his interest in the property passed to Whinney, the trustee in 
his bankruptcy. In 1889 Whinney sold to 0. W. Jolinson’s son, Sydney 
Johnson, the present bankrupt, the mortgagor’s interest. The deed of 
conveyance purported to contract for the absolute sale of the premises in 
fee simple in possession subject to the mortgage of 1873, and to grant the 
said premises to Sydney Johnson to have and to hold in fee simple subject 
to the said mortgage, and Johnson covenanted with Whinney to pay the 
£6,500 and interest to Hyde’s executors. Upon the Ist of August, 1890, 
Sydney Johnson, with Mrs. Hyde’s consent, raised a second mortgage 
on the premises, and in this deed no mention was made of the attornment 
clause of 1873. Upon the 17th of December, 1895, some of the land was 
sold with the consent of Mrs. Hyde, and £773 was paid off the principal, 
but there was no agreement to reduce the rent payable under the 
attornment clause. In September, 1896, a receiving order was made 
against Sydney Johnson, he was adjudicated bankrupt, and Cash was 
appointed trustee. The interest due under the mortzage had been 
regularly paid up to August, 1895, and all receipts had been given 
as for interest and not for rent. The trustee went into possession 
of the premises upon the 30th of October, 1896, and remained there until 
the 20th of February, 1897. Tho applicant now contended that the 
liabilities of the attornmment clause passed by the conveyance from 
Whinney to Johnson in 1889, and that she was, therefore, entitled to 
distrain ; further, as there had been no agreement to rednce the reat 


reserved by the attornment clause when £775 was paid off the principal ia 
inally reserved. — 


1895, that she was entitled to distrain as for the rent ori 


The trustee contended, first, that the deed of 1889 did not constitute 
Sydney Johnson the successor of the mortgagor, but merely the purchase® a 


March 27, 1897. 
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of the we redemption ; ; er there had been a fae opie 
the tenancy on of law, for when Whinney conveyed eq 
of redemption to Sydney Johnson in 1889, he went out of possession, and 
Sydney 7 iceman entered with his consent and that of the ; that 
Sydney Johnson had since been a tenant at will, and no rent ha ’ been 
reserved, there was now no right in Mrs. Hyde to distrain on the 

Vaveuan Wiis, J., dismissed the es holding that the deed 
of 1889 only passed the equity of redem , and that the present bank- 
rupt did not thereby become tenant — the attornment clause of 1873. 
Further, that the tenancy thus left in Whinney as trustee of the original 
mortgagor became extinguished by operation of law, Whinney having 
gone out of possession and the present bankrupt having entered with ~ 
acquiescence of Whinney and of Mrs. Hyde. e mortgage — naire 
the present bankrupt in 1890 shewed that none of the 
the tenancy under the attornment clause of 1873 as 
there was, therefore, no tenancy with any rent reserved, a ean stains 
against the trustee for a payment in the nature of rent for his use and 
occupation of the premises must also fail_—Counset, W. Wills; Hansell. 
Soxrcrrors, Burton, Yeates, § Hart ; Davidson § Morriss. 


[Reported by P. M. Francxs, Barrister-at-Law.] 








LAW SOCIETIES. 
THE INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 
Spectra, Genera Mgerine. 


In pursuance of the resolution passed at the = yy annual general 
meeting held the 15th of July, 1881, to the effect that meetings of the 
society should be held in January and A: a special general meeting of 
the members of the society will be hel in the hall of the society on 
Friday, the 30th of April, 1897. 

Members who desire to move resolutions should give notice of them to 
the secretary on or before the 7th of April, 1897, as it will be necessary to 
include them in the notice to members convening the meeting. 





Tue Vicronta Pension Funp. 


Subscription List to March 25: 

J. Addison, 2, Bond-court, Walbrook, E.C. « 

Harry Woodward (Ravenscroft, Hills, & Woodward) 15, 
John-street, Bedford-row, W.C. > 

E. H. Flux, 144, Leadenhall-street, E.C. 

J. Bartlett, 26 and 27, Bush-lane, E.O. 

J. Armstrong, 12, Fenchurch-avenue, E.C. 

Bentwich, Watkins, -_ & Co., Corporation- chambers, 
Guildhall- yard, E 0. ° ° é 

Michael Abraham & Co., 8, Old Jewry, E.O. ‘ 4 

Wm. Harwood, 31, Lombard-street, E.C. . 

Hy. Goodwyn Stephenson, 31, Lombard-street, EC. . 

Geo. Bird, Moore, & Strode, 5, Gray’s- : 7 aaa W.C. 

C. M. M. Rawlins, 66, Gresham House, E.C 

L. H. Hicks, 5, Gray’s-inn- — 

E. Bromley, 43, Bedford-row, W.C : ‘ : 

R. Pennington, 64, Lincoln’s-inn- -fields, wo... . - 105 

Wm. Godden, 34, ‘Old Jewry, E.C. ‘ . . < oe 

Grinham Keen, 24, Knightrider-street, E. om « = - — 

John Hunter, 9, New- -square, W.O. - 100 

W. H. Gray, Ormond House, Great Trinity- lane, E.C ‘ 26 

J. 8. Lickorish — & Oo-), ll, Queen Victoria- 
street, E.0. ° ‘ ‘ i 5 

Thos. Rawle, » Bedford. -Tow, W.c. é é ce 

Wm. Williams, 32, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, W.c. ‘ ‘ . 105 

Hy. Attlee, 10, * Billiter: -square, E.C. - 10 

Bell, Brodrick, & Gray, — House, Great Trinity- 
‘lane , E.C. ° € w 52 

F. C. Lloyd, Huddersfield. 3 é 

Geo. & W. Webb, 39, New Broad- street, ‘E.C. : 2 

Leesmith & Munby, 12, Great Swan- alley, E.C. - 5 é 

J. Curtis Leman, 51, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, aide: % . on 

M. 8. Rubinstein, 20, Regent-street, W. . r . : ° 

C. P. Farlow, 167, Fenchurch-street, E.C. : 

R. 8. Jackson, 167, Fenchurch-street, mu. ° 

C. H. Pedley, Crewe ° ° : é 

Lister Wilson, Alford, Lancs a ‘ : H é 

B. Dent, York ° : ‘ ; Fi . 

G. W. Edmonds, Portsmouth . é ° é . $ 

B. Edmondson, ‘Wakefield ° r . ° 

R. Sutton Clarke, 3, Bucklersbury, E.O.. ‘ ‘ 

Anonymous ° 

R. L. Harrison, 1, New-court, “W.C. 

me Weld & Dixons, 1, Lancaster-place, Strand, Ww. C. 

Young & Co., Longton, Staff 

F.G G. Hindle, Darwen, "per ong 2 f 

Ww. Stubbs, 18, John- street, Bedford- -row, w. C. : 

. A Rogers, 24, Knightrider- street, E.C. 

Archd. Keen, 24, Knightrider-street, E.C. 

J. A. Girling, 36, Furnival-street, E.C. 

sary Beevor, Norfolk House, Thames _ Embankment, 
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P. W. Chandler, 8, New-court, W.0 


Guilford E. Le 14, South-square, Gray’ s-inn, W. 0. 
F. G. Ling, F: ° 
John Bennett, C -en-le-Frith . . ‘ . 


A. Percy Spencer, tchurch, Shropshire . 4 
Charles Costeker, Darwen, Lancs. - . ° ° e ° 
H. R. Fillmer, Brighton . ‘ > 5 
Edward Swain. 38, Gia Sewry, 5.0. 2 ‘ é 
7. wr Taylor, Liverpoo ° : : > . 
aera Sea . : . s 
©. 0, Benning Dunstable SS ae 
a ullagar, ton, Lancs. . & ’ 
C. O. Ord, Guis' h ioe . 
R. J. A. Lumby, 23, Birchin-lane, B.C. : ; ‘ ‘ 
E. W. & V. Knocker, Dover ° P : : P 
G. wom a re hensiniels . ; ; ‘ 
Arthur Hussey, -street, : ong tr 
B. Faulkener Brown, 43, eg yates Baa bs 
8. Pilley, 29, Bedford-row, os ae . . ‘ ¢ 
W. M. Valters, 9, New-square, W.C. . . : 
F. H. Partridge, Lynn . s ° . ° 
C. Saw’ & Son, 68, Aldermanbury, E.C. . * 
KE. F. Turner, 101, Leadenhall-street, E.C. . ‘ 
Upton, Atkey, & Co., 14, Austin-friars,E.C.. . . 
Potter, Sandford, & Kilvington, 36, King-street, E.C. . 
Montagu, Mileham, & Montagu, 5 and 6 Bucklersbury, E.C 
Robert Hart, 23, Surrey-street, Victoria Embankment, be 
Chas. P. Johnson, 9, ew-square, W.C. . . ° 
-= Johnson, 9, New-square, W.c. 
G. W. Marsden, 14, Great St. ‘Thomas Apostle, E.C. 
John Hollams, Mincing-lane, E.Cc. . ° 
W. L. Jones, ‘19, Spital-square, E. . ° . ° 
W. Haseldin Jones, 19, Spital-square, E . . ° ° 
A. Geo. Dinn, 1, Gresham — EC. . ° . . 
H. OC. Morris, 2, Walbrook, E.C ° e . ° . 
Thos. Ward, Dewsbury ° ° ° : 
G. Thatcher, 32, Essex-street, Strand, W.c. . . a 
An Old Retired Solicitor . 
Renshaw, Kekewich, & Smith, 2, Suffolk-lane. . 
gl Smith, 1, Furnival’s-inn, E.c. . ° . 
E. H. P Bristol ane pts 
Minet, Harvie, 4 King William-street, . a 
ge ay E.C. ° 
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J. H. ‘Hunter, 6 and 7 
A. H. Arnould & Son, 10, ew-court, W.C. . . 
F. Foss & Ledsam, 5, ’ Fenchurch-street, E.C. . ° 
W. Gurney Winter, 7 and 8, pte Me roman 3 <buildings, W.0. ° 
E. Carleton Holmes, 12, Bedford -row, . 
Edward OC. Holmes, 12, ’Bedford-row, w.o. ‘ . ° . 
A. J. M. Duncan, 3, Bolton- street, Piccadilly . ° ° ‘ 
G. Porter, Blackburn ° 
Peacock & Goddard, 3, ,South-equare, Gray’ s-inn, wc o. ° 
Keene, Marsland, Bry den, & Besant, 15, asin aeninisis E.C. 
Leslie & Hardy, 17, Hedtord-row, W.0.’ 
A. H. Malim, Grantham . ° ° ° . 
F. M. How, Shrewsbury . ° ° ° ° ° 
W. M. How, Shrewsbury . ° 
af H. Winterbotham, Royal Courts of Justice ° 
B. G. Lake, 10, New- W.o ° ° 
Hy. Roscoe, 36, " Lincoln -innefields . . . 
E. K. Bl , 112, Gresham House, E.C. p p . 
Whitfi &’ Harrison, 22, Surrey-street, wo. . ° ° 
F. T. Aston, 61, Gresham House, ae . ‘ ‘ 
Sir Walter 8. Prideaux, Goldsmith's Hall, Ec. . . ° 
Arnold Trinder, 47, Cornhill, E.C ~ ° 
J. Travers-Smith, 4, Throgmorton-avenue, EO. . 
Russell, Son, & Cumming, 14, Old Jewry, E.O. 
Hy. Jas. Francie, 36, Lincoln’s-inn-fields , W.C 
Hy. Manisty, 1, Howard-street, Strand, W.O. 


<icmesishte £1,769 18 6 
Tue Lanp Transrzr Bru. 

The following observations on the Land Trausfer Bill, 1897, as intro- 
duced into the House of Lords, have been issued by the Council of the 
Incorporated Law Society :— 

The Bill which the Lord Chancellor has introduced this session is 
framed on very different lines from those on which the former Bills on 
this subject have proceeded. Ever since the year 
been made to amend and extend the operation of the Act of 1875, and on 
every occasion it has been necessary to oppose the new principle of com~- 
pulsion on the ground that the system established by that Act, 
having 
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to the Rales of 1889, was too defective and ly to be 
forced on reluctant landowners, and that, if unity were 
afforded, this could be conttutively shown by oridiense. 1895 the then 


Oe ot nt ee, ee eee Many witnesses, lay as 
well as professional, were examined, but in consequence of the defeat 
of the vernment and the consequent dissolution of Parliament no 
report was made. The evidence, clearly shewed that con~ 
tds amsendinenty in eu eaibenenen to Gs Bill were necessary, and 
these may be conveniently thus summed up: ow Sas celencale 
bee not compulsory, or if compulsion were deemed essential 
to Cheooughlgeant test the new system, the area in which the experi- 
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ment was to be tried should be defined by the Bill, and should not be 
extended without previous inquiry. 2. The real owner of land should 
never be a except by his own act or default ; and compensa- 
tion should be paid, not to the owner in respect of the loss of the land, 
but to the innocent transferee or mortgagee, whose title had been founded 
on fraud or mistake. 3. The applicant for registration, whether original 
or a transferee, should be at liberty to require a verbal description 
of his property, and not be left to depend upon the accuracy 
of a plan. 4. Except in a district in which registration was com- 
pny, the registered proprietor should have power to take 
land off the register if for any reason he desired to do so. 
5. The land certificate should necessarily be produced on every dealing with 
land, and a duplicate certificate (in case of loss or destruction) 
should not be issued without proper safeguards. 6. Identification by a 
poe as a responsible officer “4 the court ws ye be required as a safe- 
— personation or fraud. 7. The rule-making authority should 
act on advice of a board on which the bar aud solicitors should be 
ted. There were many other amendments, such as that the 
Statutes of Limitations should affect registered land in the same way as 
land not registered; that the partial as well as the entire discharge of 
an incumbrance should be shewn on the wh that undivided shares 
in land should be — of registration ; and the like. 

Consideration of the reasons advanced in favour of these modifications 
has led the Government to recogaize their importance and necessity. The 
following paragraphs show the extent to which they have been met. 1. 
The Bill, while introducing the principle of compulsion, proposes to limit 
the area, in the first instance, to any county or part of a county after 
sufficient notice. 2. The real owner is not to be dispossessed under any 

, and any person suffering loss from any error or omission in 
the register is to be indemnified unless he has been guilty of contributory 
ne ce ; in other words, the title conferred by the register is guaran- 

»notabsolute. 3. An applicant for registration may amplify the 
description of his land, and is not confined toa plan. 4. Power is given 
to remove land from the register, except in a district in which registration 
of title is compulsory. 5. Production of the land or charge certificate is 
in all cases to be compulsory on dealings with registered land, and safe- 
guards against the improper issue of a duplicate are provided. This 
secures in the simplest manner the facilities for equitable mortgage by 
deposit enjoyed under the present system of conveyancing. 6, An 
advisory board of five, including representatives of the bar and of solici- 
tors, is created, and rules are to be made with their advice. All the minor 
amendments are made, but the Lord Chancellor has not seen fit to require 
identification by a solicitor, though such a precaution against fraud or 
personation is deemed necessary in dealing with the smallest fund in 
court. The present Land Registry Rules require identification by a 
solicitor, a justice of the peace, a commissioner for oaths, or a banker. 

The Council fully recognize the evident desire of the Lord Chancellor 
to meet the objections put forward and proved against the system estab- 
lished by the Act of 1875, but they retain their strong objections to com- 
pulsion on the ds that if the system be as beneficial as its advocates 
be pony it ought to be able to make its own way, and that landowners 

not require force to make them adopt it if it prove really advan- 
tageous economical. The Bill is one amending and altering tie Act 
of 1875. It would have been much more convenient and complete if that 
Act were repealed and 4 new statute passed embodying the amendments 
which were found to be required. But it has no doubt been decided, for 
Parliamentary reasons, to adopt the other course with the view of, at a 
later consolidating the law on the subject; and possibly it may 
be thought better, before introducing a consolidating Bill, to gain further 
of the working of the system. Unfortunately, as the experi- 
ence of the Companies Acts shews, the convenient period is long in 
arriving. The Bill is divided into four parts, the principal provisions in 
each of which may be conveniently considered. The Bill. itself must be 
referred to for details, and, in addition to the amendments suggested in 
report, there are several points of detail which will require considera- 
before the Bill becomes law. 


PART I. 
Criavses 1 ro 6. 


Part I. deals with the establishment of a real representative, and repeats 
almost verbatim the provisions to the same effect of the Bill of 1895, 
which in their turn were taken from clauses in the Bill of 1889, as amended 
pe the Select Committee of the House of Lords, 1888-89. The only 

teration of a is the omission of clause 7, sub-clause (4), which 
was introduced in 1895 as an amendment in the Standing Committee of the 
House of Lords, and prohibited the real representative, except with 
leave of the court, from dealing with real estates for thirteen months after 
the death of the late owner. This sub-clause would often have been 
inconvenient and have led to applications to the court which would have 
caused unnecessary expense. The existing law appears sufficient to 
prevent any mischief, and no such check exists or has been found 
necessary in the case of leascholds. Clause 5 appears to require revision. 
It can hardly be intended to empower the personal representatives without 
the consent of the devisee of the real estate (whether such real estate be 
devised specifically or as part of a mixed residue) to satisfy out of that 
estate a legacy not charged upon it. The power should be con- 
fined to charged on the real estate. The provisions in the Bill of 
1895 were a Fea by the profession and by the witnesses 
examined before Parliamentary Committee of 1895. Part I. of the 
Bill is general in its operation, and applies to all land, whether registered 


or not, 
PART II. 
Part II. contains the amendments of the Land Transfer Act, 1875. 


BE 





Criavuse 7. 


Settled land may, at the option of the tenant for life, be registered 
in his name or in those of the trustees of the settlement if 
they have power of sale, or of the donees of any overriding power 
of appointment. Any necessary restrictions for the protection 
of the rights of the persons beneficially interested in the settled 
land are to be entered on the register, and in the case of the settlement of 
land already registered, or on the death of the tenant for life of registered 
land, the Bill casts upon the trustees, or in default of trustees upon the 
registrar, the duty of making the necessary entries. In the case of a 
settlement by will the duty is cast upon the personal representative. A 
copy of the settlement may be filed in the registry for reference, but this 
is not to affect a purchaser or mortgagee for value with notice of its 
contents. 

Cuause 8. 


Clause 8 is extremely important. It provides that where any error, 
omission, or entry in the register is e or procured in pursuance of 
fraud or mistake and is not capable of rectification under the principal 
Act (under which rectification is only possible in cases in which no subse- 
quent dealing for value has taken place in reliance upon the register), the 
person suffering loss thereby is to be indemnified (not merely compensated, 
asin the Bill of 1895) out of (in effect) the Consolidated Fund, with a 

rovision that where the effect of the error, omission, or entry would 
be to deprive a person of land of which he is in possession, or in receipt 
of the rents and profits, he shall not be deprived of the land, but the 
register is to be rectified in accordance with the facts. Indemnity is to 
be given in all cases unless the person injured shall have caused 
or substantially contributed to the loss by his own act, neglect, 
or default. The claim to indemnity is to be deemed a simple 
contract debt, and, for the purpose of the Statute of Limita- 
tions, the cause of action is to date from the time when the 
fraud or mistake is, or might but for default on the part of the 
claimant, have been discovered. The registrar, if the applicant so desire, 
is to determine whether a right to indemnify has arisen, and to award the 
amount to be allowed ; but his decision is subject to appeal to the court. 


CLavse 9. 


By clause 9 the land certificate (which throughout this report means a 
land certificate, certificate of charge, or office copy of a registered lease) 
must (if one have been issued, which by the principal Act is optional with 
the registered proprietor) be produced to the registrar on every dealing 
with registered land (except a sale by a mortgagee under the power of his 
mortgage), and any such dealing is to be noted on the land certificate. 
The Bill contains the necessary auxiliary powers and provisions to enable 
this to be carried into full effect. ‘This clause carries out the provisions of 
section 81 of the principal Act, and makes a deposit of the land certificate 
equivalent to a deposit of title-deeds under the existing system of convey- 
ancing. ‘To make the protection more complete, the Bill provides (follow- 
ing the analogy of the Australian statutes) that unless the court or the 
registrar for special reason otherwise decide, a duplicate land certificate 
shall not be issued in place of a certificate which has been lost or destroyed 
unless a statutory declaration or other sufficient evidence of the loss or 
destruction of the original certificate and the circumstances attending it has 
been produced, nor until at least three advertisements have been published 
in a leading London and a local newspaper, and, if necessary, an indemnity 
given to the registrar’s satisfaction. The clause should provide that these ad- 
vertisements shall appear at intervals of not less than a week, and that words 
** subject to general rules’’ at the commencement of the clause should be 
struck out. If these words refer only to regulations as to the mode of pro- 
duction and yerification they are unnecessary, for this is clearly within 
the discretion of the rule-making authority. If they go further, they 
appear to sanction the repeal of the clause by rules, which cannot be 
intended. The obvious intention is that the land certificate should be 
equivalent to the title deeds under the present system of conveyancing, 
and the words should be omitted. If it is deemed necessary to provide 
for special cases, the proper words would appear to be those prefixed to 
sub-clause (3), y: **Except where the court or the registrar for 
special reasons otherwise direct.’’? But there does not appear to be any 
necessity for this. 

Cravse 10. 

The provisions of section 8 of the Conveyancing Act, 1881, are to apply 
to transfers of registered land, and of sections 19, 20, 21 (except sub- 
sections (1) and (4) ), 22, 23, and 24 of the same Act to registered charges. 
Section 8 of the Conveyancing Act, 1881, provides that on a sale a pur- 


chaser shall not be entitled to require that the conveyance to him be’ 


executed in his presence or in that of his solicitor as such, but shall be 
entitled to have at his own cost the execution of the conveyance attested 
by some person appointed by him who may, if he thinks fit, be his solicitor. 
Sections 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, and 24 define the powers incident to the estate 
or interest of a mortgagee, the restrictions on a mortgagee’s power of sale, 
the manner in which a sale is to be carried into effect, the power of a 
mortgagee to give receipts, the amount snd application of insurance 
moneys, and the appointment powers, remuneration, and duties of a 
receiver. With a view to facilitate the enforcement of orders made by 
the registrar and the prevention and punishment of irregularities in the 
conduct of those transacting business at the Land try, the Council 
are strongly of opinion that the registry should be a department of 
the High Court of Justice. yd also recommend that a clause should be 
i to the effect that the different instruments required at the Land 
Registry on any dealing with land should be expressly declared to be 
instruments within the meaning of section 44 of the Stamp Act, 1892. 
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Cuavsz 11, 


The Bill provides a summary process for foreclosure of charges created 
on registered land on which the sum secured does not exceed £500 (five 
hundred pounds). It is not clear whether the limit depends upon the 
principal amount originally secured or the balance due at the time when 
foreclosure is sought. Probably the former is intended, and in either case 
the summary process is likely to be very useful as compared with the 
usually cost!y and always dilatory process of foreclosure in the ordinary 
way. The idea is borrowed from the statutes in force in Australia, in 
which country the summary process is applicable to all mortgages without 
limit of amount; but in this country, in which almost all large estates are 
subject to family and other charges which, if suddenly enforced at a 
period of depression, could often not be discharged or transferred, it is 
essential that so stringent a method of enforcing the security should be 
confined to small mortgages. The clause should be amended so as to make 
it clear that it will only apply to charges which do not originally secure 
more than £500. 

Cravse 12. 


This clause, which makes provision for registered charges to secure a 
current account or future advances, is identical with clause 15 of the Bill 
of 1895. Its effect is to enable the registered proprietor of a charge for 
future advances up to a definite amount to go on advancing up to that 
amount notwithstanding notice of a subsequent incumbrance, whether 
registered or not, which under the present general law he could not do. 
If no limit is fixed by the charge, the amount recoverable under any such 
charge is, as against a subsequent registered charge, to be limited by the 
amount of stamp duty paid on the original charge at the time of registra- 
tion of the subsequent churges respectively. This appears to require 
amendment, for at present a mortgagee who made further advances in 
excess of the sum on which ad valorem duty has been paid can at any time, 
ou payment of additional duty and peralty, cover all advances made before 
notice of a subsequent charge. Probably the alteration of the law is 
deemed necessary in order to maintain the sanctity of the register and to 
avoid any obligation on ones ere mortgagees who make inquiries outside 
the register. ‘The question affects bankers rather than solicitors. 


Cravsz 13. 

The Statute of Limitations is in future to apply to registered land, and 

this provision, especially in the case of a rectification of boundaries on a 

give-and-take line, or of a mortgagee in possession after the yg 

of the mortgagor (a state of circumstances often existing on ding 

estates), will much facilitate business. The clause is in accordance with 
the recommendation of the Registration of Title Commission of 1857 


Cravss 14. 

The restriction on the registration of undivided shares and on the 
number of registered co-proprietors is abolished, and in future registered 
land may be described on the register and the land certificate not only by 
plan but also by “‘ such further verbal particulars (if any) as the applicant 
for registration may desire and the ore ng or the Court if the applicant 
prefer, may approve, regard being had to ready identification of parcels, 
correct description of boundaries, and so far as may be uniformity of 
practice.”” In many, perhaps in the majority of, transactions no addi- 
tional description will be needed, but in others the power will be found of 
great utility. 

Cravuse 15. 

The evidence of title and the covenants for title which a purchaser of 
registered land may — are defined by clause 15, which is modelled on 
a similar clause in the Bill of 1895. The present clause, however, is much 
more carefully drawn, and appears to entitle a purchaser to sufficient in- 
formation for his purpose, while it recognises that the evidence to be 
given, and the covenants to be entered into, must depend upon the nature 
of the title which the registered proprietor can transfer. Of course this 
clause does not apply to charges. 


Cravuse 16. 
In a district in which registration of title is not compulsory, the 
registered proprietor may, with the consent of all persons appearing by 
the register to be interested, remove the land from the register. 


Crause 17 


Enacts the further amendments, chiefly verbal or of minor importance, of 
the Act of 1875, which are specified in the first schedule to the Bill. 


Cravsz 18 


Makes further provision for the registration of a county council and pur- 
chasers from that body as proprietors of land under the Small Hol: 


Act, 1892. 
PART III. 


Part III. deals with the subject of compul of title and 
a —s pulsory registration 
Cravsz 19. 


The Order in Council rendering registration of title compulsory is to be 
limited in its operation to any county or part of a county to be specified 
in it, and any order may be revoked or varied. No such order (except a 
revoking or varying order) is to be made until a draft of the proposed 
order has been communicated to the council of that county, and notice 
thereof has been advertised in the Gazette for at least six months 
before the order is to come into county council or 


The words ‘‘ public *” are taken from section 1, sub-section 2, of the 
Rules Publication Act, 1893, and have al been understood to include 
at inco: ted law ; =o was thought neces- 
sary in eh Aah, onl not think that one is required. The 
Council are strongly of opinion that the provisions of this clause are un- 
satisfactory and do not carry out the avowed intention of the Lord Chau- 


cellor that the measure ten’ 
reasonable time has been a4 : test its working. 
ts 
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order to one — or part of one county. (2 
pulsory area (whether original or extended) should be 
or at least with the consent of the county council, w being elected in 
the county and conversant with its requirements, would ree. 


qualified to falfil such a fanction. (3) A period should be fixed—say five 
years—for the original t, and no extension of the compulsory 
area should be made until after that period had elapsed. 

Cravse 20. 


This clause provides for the establishment of an insurance fund, the 
sufficiency of which is a by the Consolidated Fund, while the 
Consolidated Fund is to be recouped (if drawn upon) out of money subse- 

uently standing to the credit of the insurance fund. The insurance fund 
Tap yn gE ICE SY 
Land , and not by a > the merit o 5 
and av: po of the serious questions which would have arisen under 
the plan suggested in previous Bills as to the’ to whom and the 
extent to wach the special insurance fund have been available. 


PART IV. 
Part IV. deals with miscellaneous provisions. 


Cravsz 21. 


General rules and fee orders are to be made by the Lord Chancellor, 
with the advice and assistance of the registrar, a judge of the Chancery 
Division (to be chosen by the ju of that Division), a representative of the 
bar (to be chosen by the General of the Bar), a re tative of soli- 
citors (to be chosen by the General Council of this Society), and a ta- 
tive of the Board of ture (to be chosen by that Board). In the case of 
fee orders the concurrence of th it is also as re- 


pro 
the case of titles—not for on with absolute or qualified 
titles. The second schedule contains a list of fees for compulsory detricts. 
They are to include all incidental costs—e.g., mapping and surveying 
where necessary. No rules are to allow inspection of any entry in the 


register with to land, except by or under the authority of some 
ean ionemsobell tn to tan o charge to which the entry refers. 
Cravuse 22. 


Land is to include all hereditaments, corporeal and incorporeal, but the 
Bill is not to render compulsory the registration of the title to an incorpo- 
real ee == pos and minerals care —_ or to 
@ lease hav ess t years to run, or two lives or 
to an undivided share in land, or to freeholds intermixed or re 
tinguishable from lands of other tenure, or to corporeal hereditaments 
parcel of a manor and included in the sale of the manor as such. 


Cravse 23. 


The Bill if it become an Act is to come into operation on the Ist 
January, 1898. 

Oxavse 24. 
The Bill is to become the Land Transfer Act, 1897, and to be construed 
as one with the Act of 1875, the two being cited as the Land Transfer 


Acts, 1875 & 1897. ‘ 
SOHEDULE I. 


tions of, the Act of 160, Ge ee ae Se SS Oe eae 
anything to the contrary in register or } 
incinies wise and wae 2 ee!) ee eee 


all the 
sr en “platagee ror a 
the steady opposition to those Bills. Council are of opinion 
Sik Bo See sents SS Se reer be at once introduced 
into the House of Lords. 


UNITED LAW SOCIETY. 





any public body within th ty, aa petites the 
y ic y i e county, i pro- 
pred to te heard 


order, and the petition is by the Pri 
thd’ mating of the cule’ tetng tu hb tammiie Gueeea: 





March 22nd.—Mr. O. W. Williams in the chair.—Mr. J. 8. Green opened 








we 
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a debate on the motion ‘‘ That the decision of the Court of Appeal in Re 
Roundwood Colliery Co. (Limited) (Soutctrors’ Journat, Feb. 6, 1897) was 
wrong.” Mr. Neville Tebbutt opposed, and Messrs. P. H. Edwards, 
C. H. Kirby, A. H. Richardson, C. Herbert Smith, A. M. Begg, C. W. 
Williams, and S. E. Hubbard also took part in the debate. Mr. Green 
having left the house, Mr. W. J. Boycott replied on his behalf, after 
which the motion was put to the vote and was carried by four votes. The 
meeting then adjourned. 





LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 
LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETIES. 


Law Srupents’ Denatinc Socrery.—March 16.—Chairman: Mr. Archi- 
bald Hair. The subject for debate was ‘“‘ That the influence of modern 
fiction upon the minds of the young is injurious.’’ Mr. David Nimmo 

ed in the affirmative; Mr. A. C. F. Boulton opened in the negative. 

he following members also spoke: Messrs. A. W. Watson, G. H. 
Daniell, G. H. Head, C. A. McCurdy, Ernest Allen, Neville Tebbutt, E. 
Crews Thomas, W. Wilde, E. Hilliard, R. C. Atkinson, E. A. Alexander, 
F. W. Robinson. The motion was lost by five votes. 


March 23rd.— Chairman, Mr. Neville Tebbutt.—The subject for debate 
was : ‘* That the case of Re Stephenson, Donaldson v. Bamber (1897, 1 Ch. 75) 
was wrongly decided. Mr. H. E. Miller opened in the affirmative. Mr. 
A. BP ham seconded in the affirmative. Mr. C. H. L. Alder 
opened in the negative. Mr. W. P. Ellen seconded in the negative. The 
following members also spoke: Messrs. Charles McCurdy, Charles H. 
Baker, W. Haseldine Jones, E. M. Smith. The motion was lost by the 
chairman’s casting vote. The subject for debate at the next meeting of 
the Society, on Tuesday, March 30th, is ‘‘ That the public press in this 
country ds an influence greater than is desirable.” 








LEGAL NEWS. 
OBITUARY. 


Mr. Watrote Eyre Greenweit, solicitor, of St. Marylebone, died at 
his residence, 57, Upper Berkeley-street, W., on Saturday, the 13th inat., 
in his venecatdys For 5 year. He was the only son of the late James Hugo 
Greenwell, also solicitor, of St. Marylebone, and was educated at Eton 
College. He served his articles with his father’s firm, Messrs. Greenwell & 
Lloyd, and wasadmitted a solicitor in Trinity Term, 1845. He was appointed 
vestry clerk of the parish of St. Marylebone in 1851 (an office also held 
by his father), and resigned this office in 1885. He was afterwards 
appointed clerk to the Land and Income Tax Commissioners for St. Mary- 
lebone. In addition to these posts Mr. Greenwell filled, at the time of his 
death, many other important public offices. He was solicitor to the Vestry, 
Board of Guardians, Bath Commissioners, and Burial Board, and was clerk 
to the Justices of the Peace for St. Marylebone, a position which he 
had held for forty-five years. Mr. Greenwell was a great authority on all 
matters connected with municipal law, and at the time of his death was 
genes of the Local Government Officers’ Association. Mr. Greenwell 

public life had made his name widely known, and his ability and 
courtesy had gained for him the t and esteem of many who hold 


distinguished positions in municipal life. 


APPOINTMENT. 
Mr. G. F. Burrzrwortn, solicitor, of 64, Finsbury-pavement, E.C., and 
Hendon, has been appointed a Commissioner for Oaths. Mr. Butterworth 
was admitted in February, 1891. 








CHANGES IN PARTNERSHIPS. 
New Parrnenrsiir. 
Mr. T. Parker Dixon, of 13, Gray’s-inn-square, and Mr. Freperic 
Gzorce Hunt, of 1, ye Ra oe solicitors, have entered into 
hip, and will in future practise at the former address under the 
style of D & Hunt. 
Disso.vtion. 
Wriu1am Marcus Pyxe and Francis Mincutn Vovtzs, solicitors, 85, 
Gracechurch-street (Pyke & Voules). March 16. (Gazette, March 19. 


GENERAL. 

Mr. Littler, Q.C., C.B., and Mr. Montagu Sharpe have been unani- 
mously re-elected chairman and vice-chairman respectively of the 
Middlesex County Council. 

The Lord Ohancellor has consented to preside at a meeting in support 
of the Inns of Court Mission in Central London, to be held at the er 
Temple Hall on Wednesday, March 31, at 4.30. 

The coroners of England and Wales, through the Coroners’ Society, of 
which Mr. G. F. Roumieu, coroner for Surrey, is the president, and Mr. 
Braxton Hicks, coroner for South-West London, is the hon. secretary, 
are preparing an address to the Queen in commemoration of her long 


A festival dinner in aid of the Pension Fund of the Law Writers’ 
Provident Institution will be held at the Holborn Restaurant on Wednes- 











day next, March 31, with Mr. Justice Kekewich in the chair. This 
institution was founded in 1842, and bas provided pensions for its old 
and afflicted members. In all grades of the legal prefession the services 
of law writers are constantly required, and we commend the occasion to 
the sympathetic support of our readers.. Subscriptions should be sent to 
the secretary, Mr. John Holland, 33, Chancery-lane, W.O. 


The scheme of decoration of the Law Courts on the occasion of the 
‘* Diamond Jubilee ’’ procession, and of provision of accommodation for 
spectators has been completed and now awaits the sanction of the Lord 
Chancellor. It is intended that tiers of seats shall be arranged, the 
proceeds arising from the letting of the seats being devoted to the fund 
established to provide the members of the Law Courts staff with the means 
of livelihood in their old age, the staff not being entitled to pensions. A 
certain number of the seats, however, will be set aside for the use of 
officials at the courts. The decorations will be ona lavish scale. The 
whole of the work will be carried out by the Office of Works. 








Wakrninc To rnTtenpinc House Purcuasens anp Lessees.—Before pur- 
chasing or renting a house, have the Sanitary Arrangements thoroughly 
Exomined, Tested, and Reported Upon by an Expert from Messrs. Carter 
Bros., 65, Victoria-street, Westminster. Fee quoted on receipt of full 
particulars. (Established 21 years.)—[Apvr.] 





COURT PAPERS. 
SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE. 


Rora or Registrars mm ATTENDANCE ON 


Appgat Court Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
2. 





























No. Norra. STIRuine. 
29 Mr. Farmer Mr. Beal Mr. Rolt 
i Leach Godfrey 
Farmer Beal Rolt 
Leach Godfrey 
Farmer Beal Rolt 
Leach Godfrey 
Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
KEKEWIOCH. Romer. Brrset. 
Mr. Jackson Mr. Pemberton Mr. Pugh 
Carrington ard Lavie 
Jackson Pemberton Pugh 
i in Ward Lavie 
Jackson Pemberton Pugh 
i nD Ward Lavie 
CIRCUITS OF THE JUDGES. 
SPRING ASSIZES, 1897. | NorrTsey. N. Easrery. 
=" Wills, J. 

Commission Days. Kennedy, J. Lawrance, J. 
Womtag, AGs 1B ..scoccsssverccccslesoosesceses I sdvitnctisethceeinesinseisn <eocsevisscnsepececninnatl ° 
Tuesda: 20 BF Se 

u OS ab - DB ined saonigeesgeip EEE cainaabisnvesalaslssin<eadgsioséorensontpenemnge 
: (Civil) 
Se, co, SOD ccccusindonsccestilostcctenk , Se ae: SE eee es 
(Civil and Criminal) 
Thursday, May 6 ....00.....6.0000 sosescenssce EAVURDOEE occe-sesses ~— Jap SE cccusinen sogese 
(Civil and al) (Criminal) 











THE PROPERTY MART. 


SALES OF ENSUING WEEK. 


March 31.—Messrs. Protneroz & Morris, at the Mart, at 2 p.m., Freehold and Lease 
hold Properties of the gross annual rental of £1,231. 
Leasehold Ground-Rent of £18. Solicitors, Messrs. Merriman, Pike, & Merriman, 
of London. (See advertisement this week, page 3.) 
April 1.—Messrs. H. E. Foster & Cranriexp, at the Mart, at 2 p.m.— 
REVERSIONS : 


To one-ninth share of £13,333 Two-and-Three-quarters Cent. Consols; lady 
73. Solicitors, Messrs. Hadden, Woodward, & Mcleod, of London. 

To one-fourteenth of one-fourth, to one-thirteenth of one-fourth, and to one- 

twelfth of one-fourth, of a Trust Estate value £64,000, receivable on decease 

of ladies aged 68, 62, and 57. Solicitors, Messrs. West, King, Adams, & Co., 


To one-fifth of Trust Fund value £7,700, &c.; lady aged 76. Solicitors, Messrs. 

Hartley, & Bastard, London. 

els quan, aged 41, in £400a year, with policy (see special conditions) 
a , in a wit see * 
Balici London. . 


tors, Messrs. Rooper & Whateley, 
POI! $00 aa 500 af £ £500, 
or 5 , £2,000, £1,000, £1,000, £1,000, £1,000, £700, £600, £500, A 
Fa £300. ' Solicitors, Messrs. Hores, Pattison, & Bathurst; Messrs. Allen & 
Edwards ; Arthur Tabor, Esq. ; Messrs. Crosse & Sons, all of London; and 
J. J. Williamson, Esq., of Deal. 
SHARES AND DEBENTU. 


n various companies. Solicitors, A. Arnold Hannay, ., of London. 
(See advertisements on back page of this issue.) 7 i 








WINDING UP NOTICES. 
London Gasette.—Faipay, March 19. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Laarep mm CHanczry. 
Ayoto-Frexcy (Corox1at) Musina Tavst, Lourep—By an order made by Mr Justice 
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Byrne, dated Feb 22, it was ordered that the voluntary winding up of the trust be 
continued. Linklater & Co, 2, Bond ct, Wal ——S 

Se japem p Luarep 4 ——— J, - 7X. on or before 
Jul cand thele umnes and addresses, and = or claixas, 
to a Williams Webb, 50, New Broed et, soloxe for the liquidator 

Laurran— Creditors aze requested. om or before Apeil 20, to 

—- their debts or claims, 

plars, Hall st, oston, Lancaster J & E Whitworth, Man- 


Sourn Niet Gotp Minine Co., Liurrep—Petn for winding up, presented March 18, 
Girected to be heard March 31. Miller & Steele, Bt. Stephen’s chm! Telegraph st, 
atee Se Se Notice of appearing must reach the a’ not later than 
6 o'clock in the afternoon of March 30 
Towaos anv Satvace Co., Limirep—Creditors are required 
send their names and ad an 
Fitzgerald, 36, Leadenhall st. 
Wesrwoop Maxvuracrunixe Co. .» Limrrep—Creditors. are 
Froiarick Westwood, Aitken chbes, Oannon st, Sarminghean Pepper’ & Tangye, 
eric en on st, i & 
Birmingham, solors for the liquidators ” 


London Gazette.—Tuxspay, March 23. 
JOINT S8TOCK COMPANIES. 
Lirrep 1x CHANCERY. 

Forgicn Piusen Execraic Licut anp Power Co, Linrrep—Creditors are required, on or 
before May 18, to send their names and , and particulars of debts or 
claims, to C. O. Webb, 11, Abchurch lane 

FRIENDLY SOCIETIES DISSOLVED. 


toma = Buriat Socrery, Duke of Clarence Tavern, Queen st, Porteea, Porte- 
mouth March 

FrignD_y alae, Old Friar Inn, Twywell, Thrapston, Northampton March 10 

Miners = rh AccIDENTAL Society, Rawdon terr, Moira, Ashby de la Zouch, 


Leicester 

Ouee Warexuam Tontixe Benerit Socrery, Ship Inn, York st, Wrexham, Denbigh 

e 

+4 AND Baixtox Procressive Civs anp Iystrrote, 105, Stockwell rd, Stockwell 
March 1 


a 








CREDITORS’ NOTICES. 
UNDER ESTATES IN CHANCERY. 
Last Day or Cram. 

London Gazette, Farpay, March 12. 


Buoutry, Austex, Cee rene, Kent, Farmer April 14 Fielding v Bromley, Stirling, 
J Fielding Dover 
Goon, Buizaner Land rt ae April 5 Phillips v. Good, Kekewich, J Blake, 
ortsmout! 
Goong, ag re ay, Stratford rd, Shirley April 9 Cheetham v Smith, Romer, J 
er, 
Wi1s0%, Sebdiouen Ann, Sunderland, Grocer April 10 Wilson v Wilson, Stirling, J 
Shepherd, Sunderland 


London Gazette.—Turspay, March 2. 


SrRanawaves, bay wd Epwanrp, Ashton under Lyne, Solicitor April 20 Strangwayesv 
Strangwayes, Romer, J Loseby, Market Bosworth 





UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP. 35. 
Last Day or Cram. 
London Gazette.—Tounspay, March 16. 
Arpteyagp, Axye, Maida Vale June1 Todd &Co, Chancery lane 
Banrisvp, Caruanive Harman, Clifton, Bristol April13 Barry & Harris, Bristol 
Barwspace, Evizanetx Axne, Southport April 2i Bond & Son, Manchester 
Bainer, Wii.1am, Sale, Chester April17 Rains, Manchester 
Barxe, Frawcis Lissess, Leytonstone April12 Marson & Son, Southwark Bridge rd 
Camenon, a al Sismer, Sth Kensington April 22 Tyrrell & Co, Albany Court yd, 


Conwacul, Ya Putur, Norfolk April24 Kearsey & Co, Old Jewry 

Corrseit, Hexry Witt1am, Holborn, Bootmaker April 22 James & James, Ely place 
Dovey, Joux, Worcester April3 Broadsmith & Stead, Manchester 

shee a Bane, Junior United Service Club, Charles st April 13 Jolliffe & 


GARLAND, ores Woop, Bath April24 Adam & Thring, Bath 

Gover, Rupotex Gustavus, St James st June1 Richardson & Sadler, Golden sq 
Wootr, Gotpsrsm, Spitalfields May 15 Dawes & Sons, Angel court 

Hansuaw, Aces Jutia Jaye, Florence, Italy April15 Flint & Gardner, 8t Helen’s pl 
Hawxey, Mary Frances, Surbiton April 15 Aldridge, Southampton 

| Perer, Berwick upon Tweed April15 Willoby & Peters, Berwick upon 


Heron, Tuomas Gronax, Folkestone April12 Bradley, Folkestone 

Hoge, Marrua, Liverpool April14 Quilliam, Liverpool 

Hott, Ricuanp, Blackpool April27 Ascroft, Blackpool 

Jacoss, Jacos, Whitechapel April?3 Marks, Bishopsgate st Within 

Jznxinas, Axx Maups, Deal April10 Wilks, Deal 

Joszra, Abert Josep, Great Yarmouth April24 A E & W H Cowl, Great Yarmouth 
Mate, Rev. Epwanp, Oxford May1 Male, Birmingham 

Map, Joun, Lianelly March 81 Brodie, Lianelly 

Mazap, Jossru Burerss, Brockley, Kent May1 Ingle & Co, Threadneedle st 
Mircue.mons, CuaRLorre, Peckham April 30 Potter & Co, King st 

Owan, Bremaan, Lianbadarnfynydd, Radnor, Farmer April 12 Woosnam, Newtown, 


Pauin, Mary, Newport, Salop April 22 Heane, Newport 
Parmone-SaitH, Exiza, Northampton April25 Rye & Eyre, Golden sq 
—— a Sir Rossnt, St George’s sq, Belgravia April 15 Miller & Co, Tele- 


a eG Huddersfield April 1 Bottomley, Huddersfield 
Rumen, Coser Kewwer.ey, Epsom, Surrey April 15 Steavenson & Couldwell, Grace- 


Syxes, Francis, Haldenby, York, Farmer April28 England & Son, Goole 

Van Hanniss, Exten Manta, Tunbridge Wells April 20 Rhodes & Son, Dowgate hill 
Watson, Tuomas Rovsr, Finsbury pavement May1 Watson, Finsbury pavement 
Witiiams, Wrii14m, Clifton, Bristol April18 Barry & Harris, Bristol 

Worrnixoroy, Joux, Blackpool April27 Ascroft, Blackpool 

Wuicut, Wit114m, Talywain, nr Pontypool, Hay Dealer May 1 Watkins & Co, Pontypool 
Wrmay, Exvszasern, Royston, Herts April17 Jacob, Lincoln’s inn fields 








Kersuaw, Joux, Ropert 


BANKRUPTCY NOTICES. 
dale Pet 


Roserts Kersnaw, and , Worntccer, Jos, Colchester, Essex, Builder Colchester 
Pet Marah 15 


London Gazette.—Frivay, March 19. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Asprews, Epwix Cuaates, Bromley, Florist Croydon 
" Pet gg * Ord = + os: ‘Cis 
BMSTRONG ILLIAM, es on r 
Canterbury Pet March 16 Ord March 16 
Berystzix, Pari, a Fancy oer Dealer 
h Court Pet Ord March 1 


Braces, paves, Enea Glam, Coal Marchont Cardiff 
Pet March 15 Ord March i5 
me oan West A Horsedealer West 
Bromwich Pet March 17 Ord March 17 
Cusgnece, Exoon, Walsall, aed Manufacturer Waleall 
et March 156 Ord March 1 
eat Jou, Old Serjeante’ a Chancery + asta Solicitor 
an = Court ba , 2 22 March 1 ‘n 
x, Tuomas, an EDERICK pont OUNGMAN, 
Bournemouth, Stockbrokers Poole Pet March 3 
Ord March 15 
Crace, Saran Ruopes, Cleckheaton, Yorks, Plumber 
Bradford Pet March15 Ord March 1 


Dorrieip, Anraur, St nll sin the East, Wheelwright 
h Court Pet March 15 Ord March 15 

Evans, Davin, Newport, Mon, Draper aa Mon 
Pet March 16 Ord March 16 

Forruxs, WILi1AM, or Twerton, nr Bath, Baker Bath 
Pet March 15 Ord March 1 

Gopparp, Hersert, Huddersfield, Newsagent Hudders- 
field Pet March 17 Ord March 17 

Gorpox, Matiipa, Streatham “Wandsworth Pet March 
15 Ord March 15 


Greexy, Grorce Wizsox, Gt Grimsby Gt Grimsby Pet 
March 15 Ord March 15 

Hai, Jouy, a Fishmonger Bristol Pet March 15 
Ord March 


Hazrison, _ old Seosberwarh ieletreaeee Scarborough 
Pet March 15 Ord March 1 
Hopes, Witiiam, West Setiened, Tenement Sunder- 
Pet March 15 Ord March 1 
Howez.., Eowanp Curistoruzr, * Jan bg BA Glam, 
a Victualler Cardiff Pet March 15 Ord 
Isstox, Samvet, and Aretaun James Instox, Kiddermin- 
ster, Commission Agents Bradford Pet March 15 
J Gn siaoah 36 Treal: Gl C ter Pontypridd 
ARMAN, THOMAS, aw, Glam Carpen 
Pet March 15° Ord March 15 6a 
Jounson, Tuomas, Cotiten, Chae, Innkeeper Chester 
aS Denbighs, F Wrexham 
oxes, Jouy, Glyn enbig ‘armer re 
Pet March 18, Ord March 13 


Josern Kersuaw, Smithy Bridge, nr Rochdale, Ord March 15 
Finishers Roch: March bas ~ +  ) ee Devon Plymouth 


Youmaran SAGE. Kidderminster, Clothier Kidder- 
minster Pet March 15 Ord March 15 


Amended Notice substituted for the Notice: in re Isaac 
Suerwoop, jun.,and re Faspericox anes pub- 
lished in the London Gazette of 23rd 


ingston i 
Hull Pet March ne Ord March 15 
srcy Marnmapuxe, Ammanford, Carmar- 
Water Manufacturer Oxrmarthen Pet 
15 Ord March 15 
Luoyp, Watrer, Aberavon, Glam, Grocer Neath Pet 
March 15 Ord March 15 


Krexpy, ae B A, K 
Ki 


Luoyp, Dario Px 





Merevirs, Sanag, Stroud, Glos, Confectioner Gl t 
Pet March 16 Ord March 16 


Nicro.ts, Gzonex, Portobello rd, Butcher High Court 
Pet March 16 Ord March 16 

Pataes, Joux Lewrs, Oxford, Butcher Oxford Pet March 
16 Ord March 16 


Paynu, Samcsn, Penzance, Fisherman Truro Pet March 
15 Ord March 15 
Pur.irsox, Geonaz Buacxtener, Leigh, Lancs Bolton 
Pet March 17 Ord March 
Boot Maker Nottingham Pet 


Pick, Jounx, Nottingham. 
March i5 Ord March 15 

Baurson, Wict1am Louis, tnt Even Sampsoy, ae, 
Sa Plymouth PetMarch12 Ord March 


Pa. Geonce, Offord Cluny, Hunts, Carter Bedford Pet 
March 17 Ord March 17 


Seariz, Sancrant, Moss Side, nr Manchester, Grocer’s 
Salford Lod sh ae a reh 1 a. - 

Staps, Apert, Abercynon, resser Ponty- 
pridd. Pet March 17 Ord March 17 

SyELuING, Hear Bram; s Baffolk,. eed Great 
Yarmouth Pet 17° Ord March 1 

Srueet, Grorez, Wilton, Wilts, Baker Balisbury Pet 

8 ae Oe ee ecks, Plasterer Bradford Pet 

Haw, WiLi14n, Pudsey radfor zi 

March 15 Ord March 15 

Suzagp, Wrixram, Honley, ro ve Worker Hudders- 

16 


field Pet March 16 Ord 


Tuomas, Ricnanp, Sade, Bane Agent Chester Put 
Tompson, Joux, Wednesfield, Staffs Wolverhamptoa 
Pet March 15 Ord March 15 


Watmestey, Avrreep, Wolverhampton, 
Pet Mareh 16 Ord March ee 
Was, ARY oo ewport, Dion March 
Ord March 

Wansmnie, Georce, Durham, Wi o> Seocnant Stockton 
on Tees Pet March 16 Ord March 16 

Wruams, Joax, W: Miner’s Agent Wrexham 
Pet March16 Ord . 

Witt1amson, Gzoroz, Hayaford, Norfolk, Farmer Nor- 
wich Ord March 15 


Grocer Wolver- 














8 , Isaac, jun., and + ddan Seissiiek Bir- 
Manufacturers Birmingham Pet 


Feb4 Ord Feb 


Nors.—The against Isaac Suerwoop, 
jun., and RICK SaeRwoov were consolidated by 
Order of Court “dated 22nd Feb. 


| RECEIVING a7. Pad AND PETITION 


a yy a we ees alll 
Pet Feb 8, 1897 Rec Ord March 
March 16 


Bact oe =e 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


Ww Kent, 
soiiarch it Of, oy Re Sea, Kent. aang 
ae March 26 at 26 at 30% Off Rec, Cambridge Junction, eerie 


st, 
Basvorp, Jonx, Rochdale, Commission Agent March 26 
at 11.30 Te Rochdale 


Beenstsix, Par, Goods Dealer 
Bore teemess Cae rd 20 at 11 
¥' 
Of Ree, 22, Park row, Leeds 
Cousins, Ye Base , s cienarel 
Craven, Plasterer 


Dome Sin omens a 
St in the Coat, Wheel t 

dat 11” Baakrapeey George’s eS wrigh 

Fow er, ca age March 26 at 11 


Garverce ‘Mase 36 at 11 Ulf ier, Bt Peter's Cuarch walk, 
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errers, Northamptons, 
Pet March 12 Ord March 12 


Huar, Wii14m, Leicester, Laundry. Prop ‘Proprietor March 26 | Liorp, Watrer, Aberavon, Glam, Grocer Neath Pet | Sanpens, Ratpn Brows, Higham F 
at3 Off Rec, 1, ee, Lace March 15 Ord March 15 ; Currier _N 
Ho xr, James, Ni March 26 at | Mawninc, Atrrep, Kidderminster, Grocer Kidderminster 
Off Pet Feb 12 Ord March 16 


Swansea 
Jom Wrnssam, Yayerber, ox nr "Pontypridd, Draper March 


Joyce, James Eowarp, + ~ te Durham March 
90 Off Rec, 25, —_— st, Sunderland 

Lewis, P:cnarp, st East, S eae March 26 

at il bldgs, 

Latuam, Tomas aan and a Cuanias Davin Latuam, 
March 29at 11 Off Rec, 

John William st, Hudderst eld 
diate, Janes, St John’s i March 26 at 2.30 


Menrepirn, Saran, Glos Confectioner March 27 
atll Off Rec, Station rd, Gloucester 

Miptayz, Caries Newport, I of W, veceee 
March 29 at 11.30 19, Quay st, Newport I of 

Miuuarp, Eayest Avseet, Fareham. ts, Hire Carter 
March 26 at3 Off Rec, Cambridge Junction, High st, 


Portsmouth 
Moruey, Grorce Hovtipex, Gt Grimsby, Fish Merchant 
atll Off Ree, 15, Guberne A, Gt Grimsby 
arm, SD eg Cornwall, Fisherman March 
Rec, Boscawen st, Truro 
Senrehe Enxyest Guaney, Snodl a Kent, Butcher March 
31 at10 Off Rec, 9, King st, Maidstone 
Freperick Harvey Batuvurst, Ampthill, Beds 
26 at 11 Off Rec, 1a, St Paul’s aq, Bedford 
Piarrix, Henry Raum, Fakenham, Norfolk, Chemist 
March 27 at 12 Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 
Bresson, Peannnees, Bradford, Firelight Maker March 
26at11 Off Rec, 31, Manor’ bye! Bradford 





Savecs, Henny, t. q Hull, a Dealer 
March 27 at 11 ity House lane, Hull 

Susewoop, Isaac, jun, rm Freperice Suerwoon, Bir- 
mingham, Lamp Manufacturers 29 at ll 23, 
Colmore row. 

Suurrn, Joun Henry, Wor , Notts, Builder March 26 
at Ree, Sheffield 


Suapey, toy Manningham, Bradford, Hairdresser 
March 29 at 11 Off Rec, 31, Manor row, Bradford 
Taytor, Siuon WATER, ton Manor, nr Andover, 
Farmer ered ade I Star Hotel, Andover 
Tesszyuan, Eowrn,.Leeds, Vanman March 30at11 Off 


22, row, Leeds 
Trims, Exnest Rowan, Upper Higham, Kent, Grocer 
March 29 at 11 115, h st. ester 
Tr wee, Boe ent, ‘Farmer March 26 at 12 
73, Castle st, Canterbury 
ve Weymouth, Builder March 27 at 12.30 


Wittay, ag ig Me nag med —- March 26 at 2 
Buchenge ol urnley 

Wiuu1ams, Jony Exzas, Chester, Draper March 27 at 11.30 
Crypt chmbrs, Eastgate row, Chester 

Wituramson, Cuantes, Cuddington, nr Northwich, 

March 26 at 10.45 Royal Hotel, Crewe 

‘Wonrnicxsr, Joun, Colchester, Essex, Builder March 26 

at 11.30 Cups Hotel, Colchester 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


Asegeve, Sees Cuarizs, Bromley, Florist Croydon 

Pet 16 Ord March 16 

Axcett, Tazopore ee at Winchester st, Congeny 
Promoter 


_ Court, "Pet Oct J2 Ord March 16 

ARMSTRONG. ILLIAM, estga: on — n- 

’ Pet March 16 Ord March " 

Baanrs, Samvst, Wells st, “Wellslose sq, Gingerbeer Maker 
High Court’ Pet March 11 Ord March 15 


Beanstewx, Purr, Houndsditch, F — Dealer 
Court Pet March 15 Ord Mare 
Brace, Davin, Glam, Coal Merchant Cardiff 
Pet March 15 March 15 


Brooxes, thy West Bromwich, ee West 
Bromwich Pet March 16 Ord March 1 
Capmas, Se ee 2 ‘ea, Dealer Wrexham Pet Feb 
Catrenickx, Jonx, South Shields, — Neweastle on 
Pet — 


Cra Ssnan_ Ruo “ ms Cleakheat ¥ ks, 
aq, Baa heaton, or) Plumber 
Bradford Pet March 15. Ord March 1 


Evans, Davip, Newport, con, Draper oe ort, Mon 
Pet March 16 Ord March 16 phoning 


Fortuns, Witu1am, East Twerton, Baker Bath Pet 
March 15 Ord March 15 
Gopparp, Hexsert, Huddersfield, Newsagent Hudders- 
Pet March 17 Ord March 15 


Gorvox, Matitpa, Streatham Wandsworth Pet March 2 
Ord March 15 


Gnrexn, Gronce Witson, Great Grimsby Great Grimsby 
Pet March 15 Ord March 15 
Hannis, Mane, 2 New r, Outfitter Tredegar Pet 
sookegn ega: 
Harrison Hanns, Searborough, Hairdresser Scarborough 
Pet March 15° Ord Mare 
Hartlepool, Ironmonger Sunder- 


‘am, Witi1am, West Hartl 
land Pet March 15 

Howe, ot eng lh Ogmore Vale, Glam, 
ae al Victualler Cardiff Pet March 15 Ord 


March 1 
JARMAN, anaes, pr po Glam, Carpenter Pontypridd 
Pet March 15° Ord March 15 sed 
a eS Le eg ches, Innkeeper Chester 


Joxszs, Jonx, , ot. Denbighs, Farmer Wrexham 
Pet March 13 Ord March 1 
Kenrsnaw, Joan, Ronerr Toners b ana, and Josern 
Kersuaw, Smithy Rochdale, Finishers 
Rochdale Pet March 15 Ord ‘Mareh 15 
ia, em Manchester, Timber Merchant Manchester 
Ord March 16 


1 
Lewis, Bicnann, wen st +; Jobmaster High 
Court Pet Dec Ord March 1 
a t nocg Sy y ae Carmar- 
thens Carmarthen Pet March 15 Ord March 15 


Menevirn, Saran, Stroud, : cree Gloucester Pet 
March 16 Ord March'l 

Nicuo.is, Groner, Portobello Dn Butcher High Court 
Pet March 16 Ord March 1 

Pater, Joan Lewin, Sane Butcher Oxford Pet 
March 16 Ord March 16 

Payne, Samust, Penzance, Fisherman Truro Pet March 
15 Ord March 15 

Pearce, Ervest Aurrep, Brachewood Green, mate, 
Cattle Dealer Luton Pet March5 Ord March 

Pariurrsoy, Georcr Biackieper, Leigh, Lancs, / a 
Bolton Pet March 17 Ord March 17 

Pick, Joux, Nottingham, a Nottingham Pet 
March 15 Ord March 

Purser, Eaxest meaning Snodland, Kent, Butcher 
Maidstone Pet March 13 Ord March 16 

oon, Txomas, Merthyr Vale, _ Contractor Cardiff 

Pet March 10 Ord March 

Roserts, Joux, Mile End, Provision Dealer High Court 
Pet Feb 18° Ord March 

Gaseeon, Wiuu1am Louis, ‘J E.ury Samveen, Fiynent, 

al Merchants Plymouth Pet March 


a 
Sams, Saonan, Offord, Log Gl Hunts, Carter Bedford Pet 
March 1 Ord March 


Sxaw, eccnear ae, | Yorks, Plasterer Bradford Pet 
March 15 Ord March 

Saearp, Wiii1am, Honley, Yorks, reed Hudders- 
field Pet Marchi16 Ord March 

Stave, Atsert, Abercynon, Glam, "Hairdresser Ponty- 
pridd PetMarech17 Ord March 1 

a WItiiaM, Yatton, \ eee / Bristol Pet 

Feb 26 Ord March 1 


Sye.iive, Henry, Bram mpton, Saf Suffolk, Carpenter Great 
Yarmouth Pet Mare rd March 7 

Squier, Herpert a. Basinghall st High Court Pet 
Dec 24 Ord March 1 


Tuomas, Ricnarp, atl Estate Agent Chester Pet 
March 15 Ord March 17 
Tsompsox, Jonn, Wednesfield, Staffs Wolverhampton 
Pet March 15 Ord March 16 
Vincent, CHARLES, ie hd nr Bevenoaks Tunbridge Wells 
Pet Feb 27 Ord March 
Waseanas, ALFRED, Wolvecham 
ton Pet Marchi16 Ord 
wavs -_ a eat, Mon Newport, Mon Pet March 


Wann horny Wrexham, Miner’s Agent Wrexham Pet 
March 16 Ord March 16 
Winstantey, Wituzam James, Gracechurch st, Solicitor 
High Court Pet March8 Ord March 17 
Worricker, Jonny, Colchester, Essex, Builder Colchestsr 
et March 15 Ord March 15 
Yaupseam, Hersert Arrave, Tavistock, Devon Plymouth 
Pet March 9 Ord March 15 
Younasouns, Harry, Kidderminster, - ome Kidder- 
minster Pet March 15 Ont March 
London Gasette.—Tunspay, March 23. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
Burcu, Rosert, Melford,Saddler Colchester Pet 
March 20 Ord March 20 


Butter, RicHarp, Feet, Hants Farmer Poole 
Pet Marchi1 Ord 


a, ° Grocer Wolver- 


Sheffield Pet March 1 

CotpHam, Seeman Semaaen, Ipswich Goeth Pet March 
18 Ord March 1 

Crospy, WILLIAM, ; a Yorks, Farmer York Pet March 
17 Ord March 17 

Dover, Joun Gsorce, Darli 


mn, “ng Stockton on 

Tees Pet Marchi7 Ord hi 

Durxe, Aurrep, ——— eucberiee High Court 
Pet March 2 Ord March 1 

Extow, Ricnarp Txomas, Blacn ae Glam, Boot Dealer 
Cardiff Pet March 19 Ord 19 

Gotpsmirn, Witt1am Krnastox, Dorking, Fishmonger 
Croydon Pet March19 Ord March 1 

Goopz, J, Walthamstow, Builder High Court Pet March 
8 Ord March 19 

Gostine, Witu14M, Kingston on Thames, House ed 
Kingston, Surrey PetMarch18 Ord March 1 

Gray, Rosert Taomas, Southsea, Post ee Clerk * porte: 
mouth Pet March 20 Ord March 

Grover, Henry, Enfield Highway, Builder Edmonton 
Pet March16 Ord March 

Harpy, Groner, Moss Side, nr "Manchester, Grocer Sal- 
ford Pet March 18 Ord March 

Harcan D, Wituiam, Leeds aon al Pet March 18 
Ord March 18 

Ho.tpsworts, Jounson, Bradford, oe Manufacturer 
Bradford’ Pet March 13 Ord March 

Hust, Joun Grorce, ~ a Lines | Pet 
March3 Ord March 

Kirton, Cuaries Harvey, "Ipewiah, Draper Ipswich Pet 
March 19 Ord March’l s +f 

Leieu, Griisert, Liverpool, “Btock Broker Liverpool Pet 
March 56 Ord March 1 


Ciaytor, Freperick James, oa Yorks, Grocer 
2 Ord March 19 


Lucas, ALrrep GRAHAM, , Tailor Nottingham 
Pet March 20 Ord March 20 

Marues, James Artravur, Dro - , Lanes, Tile Layer, 
Ashton under Lyne Pet 18 Ord March 18 

Meacock, Freperics, Devizes, Butcher Bath Pet March 
20 Ord March 20 

Mowtacu, ALGzByox Sypyey, a" Captain Dor- 
chester Pet Feb 27 Ord March 

Pzanrse, Jonny RB, Pillaton, Conwell, a Plymouth 
Pet March 5 Ord March 18 

Raw, Wici1am Eouunp 8t | Sydenham Green- 

March 18 


wich Pet March 18 Ord 
Rupxix, Wituram Hays, e, Rutlands, Baker 


Whissendin: 
Leicéster Pet March 19 Ord — 19 


Ches Stockport Pet 





Rowrortom, Fraycis, Newtown, 
March 8 Ord March 18 





Scarven, Wituam Apert Henry, Portland, Dorsets 
Butcher Dorchester 


rch 20 _ March 20 
Sxevsey, Joux, Walthamstow, High Court 
. Lag, Sa © ade Teed > 
HOMA: OHN, m, Butcher r e 
March 19 ‘ont Rarch 19 _ 


Tuoryscey, Joun James, Dunston, nr Pie, Staffs, 
Farmer Stafford Pet March 19 Ord March 

Tucker, Gsorce Hewry, Southsea, ora ” pal. 
mouth Pet March18 Ord March 18 

Vicary, Witu1am Henry, Fulham, Builder High Court 
Pet March 3 Ord 

Vow Bissine, Waurer, Brighton High Court Pet Feb 
Ord March 18 


Wat, Samvuzt, Little Bloxwich, Staffs, Boat Steerer 
Walsall PetMarchi17 Ord 
wre aenee, a ecppeeaae Aberystwith Pet March 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


Antarp, Josepa Sroraarp, Great Grimsby, Tobacconist 
March 31 at 11 Off Rec, 15, Osborne st, Great 


iby 

Quanta Jossra Merart, Tunstall, Staffs, School- 
master March 31 at 3.15 Off Ree, King st, New- 
castle under Lyme 

Baxer, Witt1am Ropert, Blackawton, Devon, Farmor 
March 30 at 10 10, Athenzeum ter, Plymouth 

Bravay, srr Jouy, Newport, Mon, General Dealer 
eo at 12.30 Otf Rec, Gloucester Bank chambrs, 

e 


wport, 

Berriveg, Ricuarp James, Banbury, Oxford, Land Valuer 
March 31 at 3.15 White Lion Hotel, Banbury 

Brapsory, James, Ol Licensed Victualler > Menh 30 
atll Off Ree, Bank chmbrs, Queen st, Oldham 

Butter, WILLIAM *Srannorr, Liverpool March 31 at 2.30 
Off Rec, 36, Victoria st, Liverpool 

a ans Burslem, Staffs, Hosier March 31 at 3.45 

of st, Newcastle under Lyme 

uum Jour, "ol hag er inn, Chancery lane, Solicitor 
March 30 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

CoLpHAM, pect a Amerose, Ipswich, Butcher March 31 
at2 Rec, 36, Princes st, Ipswich 

Craaa, or Ruovks Cleckheaton, Yorks, Plumber 

latil Off Rec, 31, Manor row, Bradford 

CRANNAGE, Fanoance, Newtown, Montgomery, Watch- 
maker March 3Lat1 Off Rec, Lianidloes 

Crossy, Witu1am, Alne, Yorks, Farmer April 1 at 12.30 
Off Rec, 24, Stonegate York 

Dear, Witiiam Carey, Nottingham, Commercial Travel- 
= March 30 at11 Off Rec, St Peter’s Church walk, 

‘ot 


ting’ 
De Rippuss, Roserr som Liverpool, Engineer March 
Slat12 Off Rec, 35 ,Victoria st, Liverpool 
Doxs, Caargtes WILLIAM, , Tailor March 30 at 8 
of 24, Railway appr, London Bridge 
Douneate, Unarves Eosent, South Bank, Yorks, Drug- 
storeman March 31 at 3 Off Ree, 8, Albert 


Dunoss, Atzeret Jonn, Wrexham, Publican April 2 at 3 
e Priory, Wrexham 

Evans, Davip, Newport, Mon, Draper March 3lat1 Off 
Rec, Gloucester Bank cha! a ee. Mon 

Fortune, Wiu.1am, East th, Baker March 31 
at 12.30 Off so, Bank chisbrs. C Corn st, Bristol 

ery Apours Zavx1y, Clapham, _ March 30 
at 2.30 Bankruptcy bl 

Gopparp, Hessert, Hudderstield, Seem * 2at 
12 Off Rec, 19, John William st, Huddersfi 

Go.psaiTH, Eomonp Freperick, Orpington, Kent, “publican 
April 1 at 12.30 24, Railway app, London bridge 

Go.psairH, Stpyey C, aa * ord st March” Slat 12 
Bankru bi 


y, Becks, Builder March 30 
eeper March 30 at 12 


GooponiLp, WILLIAM, 
at 3 Queen’s Hotel, Ri 

Grant, Jzssiz, Dinas, Glam, 
65, High st, Merthyr ‘Tyati 

Hau, Joun, ee a hmonger March 31 at12 Off 

Rec, Bank chmbrs, Corn st, Bristol 

Harpy, "Gzonce, Moss Side, nr Manchester, Grocer March 
30 at3 Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 

Henry, James, Ebbw Vale, Timekeeper March 31 at 12 
65, st, Merthyr Tyas 

Hvuenes, Evan Rossrt, Lianberis, Quarryman March 30 
12.45 Prince of Wales Hotel, Carnarvon 

Jounsoy, George Herpert, Ketteri . Boot Manufacturer 
ner ah 31 at12 County Court bldgs, Sheep st, North- 


ampton 

Jens, ‘Tomas, Christleton, Cheshire, Innkeeper March 
81 at 11.30 Crypt chmbrs, Eastgate row, Chester 

Jonzs, Joun, Gl Denbi ighs, Farmer April 2 at 

2.30 The Priory, 

Jongs, Rosert, Carnarvon, Licensed Vadeaier March 30 
atl Prince of Wales Hotel, Carnarvo 

Kennepy, Pe mgg Ree Marcn 30 at 12 Bank- 
ruptcy 

Keswoon, es, Ley, Glos, Bootmaker March 
81 Off Gloucester Bank chmbr, 
eM, Mon 

Kirroy, Cartes Harvey, Ipswich, Draper March 31 
at 2.15 Off Rec, 33, Princes st, Ipswich 

Luiorp, Davin Percy Manmavuxe, Ammanford, Carmar- 
then — 30 at 11.30 Off Rec, 4, Queen st, Cam 


NICHOLLS, MGeoeee, Portobello rd, Butcher March 30 at 
11 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey 

Fam Joun WIN, Oxford, Butcher March 31 at 12 

nkruptcy Office, 1, St Aldate’s, Oxford 

Seaman Georce BLackiepar, Leigh, Lancs, Agent 
Morch 31 at 11 .16, Wood st, Bolton 

Pick, Jouy, Nottingham, Boot Maker March 30 at 12 
Off Rec, St Peter’s Church walk, Nottingham 

Roserts, Rosert, Lian Shoe Manufacturer March 
30 at 1.15 Prince of W es Hotel, Carnarvon 

Ropxis, Witu1am Hayes, Whissendine ee Baker 
April 1 at 3 pene S Berridge st, Lei 

Saaw, WILLIAM, orks, Plasterer ‘March 81 at 12 
Off Rec, 31, Manor row, Bradford 





8: 
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Sugarp, be 5 mm , Yorks, Wire Worker 1 
at Off Rec, 19, J William st, Huddersfi: 
Sraeet, Gronor, Wilton, Wilts, Baker March 30 at 3.30 
Off Rec, Salisbury 


Waitworrs, Py ay Ropert, Bedford, Saddler March 
30 at12 Off Rec, 1a, St Paul’s sq, Bedford 
WIL aMson, Groner, Haynford, Norfolk, Farmer April 
8at12 Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


Bane Hexny Eanest, sme Solicitor High Court 
Pet Dec 4 Ord March 1 

Bass, © Witiiam, Hounciow, Builder Brentford Pet 
Fe 

Burcu, Roper, Looe} Milford, oe, Saddler Colchester 
Pet March 20 Ord March 2 

CLYDESDALE, James WALKER. ll wp © et, Temple, Barrister 
High Court Pet Feb6 Ord h 19 

Co.pHaM, ALFRED > aes Ipswich Ipswich Pet March 
18 Ord March 1 

Crossy, WILLraM, poll Yorks, Farmer York Pet March 
17 Ord March 17 

Dover, — Groroz, Darlington, Fitter Stockton on 
Tees Pet March 16 Ord March 17 

Exroy, lh ontn Tuomas, Blaengarw, Sm Boot Dealer 
Cardiff Pet March 19 Ord March 

Fairey, Ricuarp, and Tuazoporr Guy , om Hume pms 
Bishopsgate st Within, Timber Merchants High Co! 
Pet Jan 16 Ord March 19 

Farr, Percy Ricuarp a Euston eq High Court 
Pet Feb5 Ord March 

GIRDLESTONE, dass thes, ease Grocer High Court 
Pet Feb 11 Ord March 1 

Gotnsuiru, Sypxey, C, —_ * Oxford st High Court 
Pet Feb 8 Ord March 

Grover, Henry, Enfield High, Builder Edmonton 
Pet March16 Ord March 

Hancawp, Witiiam, Leels or at Pet March 18 
Ord March 18 


Horxiys, Caristoruer, East Ham, Essex, Builder High 
Court Pet Dec8 Ord March 18 
Horrow, Jane Darlaston Waleall Pet Jan 19 Ord 
9 


Kirron, Caries pases, 2 wich, Draper Ipswich Pet 
March 18 Ord Mare a oi 

Lister, Taomas Henry A Eaton terr, Easton sq 
High Court Pet Feb19 Ord March 19 

Lucas, Atrrep Granam, Leicester, Tailor Nottingham 
Pet March 20 Ord March 20 

Marner, James Arrnvur, Droylsden, Lancs. Tile Layer 
Ashton under Lyne Pet March 1s Ord March 18 

Meacock, Farperick, Devizes, Butcher Bath PetMarch 
20 Pet March 20 

Raw, Wititam Epwunp St Micuart, Sydenham Green- 
wich Pet March18 Ord March 18 

Rupxix, Witt1am Hayrs, Whissendine, Rutlands, Baker 
Leicester Pet March 19 Ord March 19 

Scriven, Wituram Atszrr Hewry, Portland, Dorsets 
Butcher Dorchester Pet March 20 Ord March 20 

Searitze, Sarceant, Moss Side, nr Manchester, Grocer’s 
Manager Salford Pet Feb27 Ord March 20 

Srxaxce, James, Maidstone, Baker Maidstone Pet 
Feb 17 Ord March 18 

TuoryLey, Joun James, ee ey Staffs, Farmer Stafford 
Pet March 19 Ord March 1 

Tucker, Georce Hewry, im Fishmonger Ports- 
mouth Pet March 18 Ord March 18 


Wuearstone, Henry, Hampton Bishop, Herefords Here- 
ford Pet Feb 26 Ord March 20 


Wituams, Joun Extas, —— Draper 
Feb 25 Ord March 1 


Wituamson, Groros, A Norfolk, Farmer Nor- 
wich Ord March 20 


Chester Pet 


Witsox, Duncan Henpert Hasrtixes, Brook st, Grosvenor 
> Sa High Court Pet Jan 28 Ord 
9 








Ali letters intended for publication im the 
** Solicitors’ Journal” must be authenticated 
by the name of the writer. 


Where difficulty is experienced in procuring the 
Journal with regularity, it is requested that 
application be made direct to the Publisher. 


Subscription, PAYABLE IN ADVANCE, which in- 
cludes Indexes, Digests, Statutes, and Post- 
age, 58s. WEEKLY REPORTER, in wrapper, 
26s. 6d. ; by Post, 28s. 6d. Soxrorrors’ 
JOURNAL, 26s, 6d. ; by Post, 28s. 6d. Volwmes 
bound at the office—cloth, 2s. 9d., half law 
calf, be. 6d. 


THE BEVERAGES OF THE PEOPLE. 
ap se ghee oh Gan satiny bonstitess Govenngen 08 9 fans 


people. 
Zen, oven 18 peopty dataset, te is only a stimulant. It is 
not a as usually decocted is 


Co, io putestion 
as will 
forbidden by 
or heart stimulant. It ases for a short time the power 
of that without being in any cence of the werd @ 


kind in the mar! 

a Ss finest that has ever 
blic. Asa bovenene | it excels 

a No Lnoald te without it: 


. Tibbles’ Vi-Cocoa is wy thy yh 
pall de, 4, tins. . fro tO tibbiee VG Vi-Cocoa, Limited, 
stores, or from 
Cannon-street, E.C. 


on See, London, 
unparalleled. tt of merit, a dainty 2 tin of 
re ATribbles Vi-Cocoa wiil be sent free on ion to 
if when writing ng (a do) the 


pone Mn will name the Soricrrors’ Jougnav. 





AW.—Wanted, Copying, penny folio; 
. folio; Shi 
Leen menehe. penny 9 05 —— xa i foios 





AW.—A young Solicitor  Gaeiting $0 
Experience in a good Conveyanci ce, ones pre- 
pened, to oie Ss eae Gey lor the first six 
months, and afterwards at a oo, 
A. B., care of Messrs. 
Offices, 44, Chaneerptane, 


LA: .—Clerk (38) desires to ‘ioe his 
present engagement to General Clerkship and assist 
at the Courts ; li firm; shorthand about 100; per- 
—H. W. -, care of Ww. H. Rowe, Esq., Finsbury 

House, jlomfield-street, B.C . 





AW.—Wanted, Clerk, shorthand speed; 
ancing, ud —- #4 learn he oe & Box, Box 3, Post 
Office, 8 

AW PARTNERSHIP. aia of a » City 

BSolicitor’s a first rate sovectunity —4 a 
Somes’ Si, Gobuparens. ae Highbury, N. 


‘yours SOLICITOR mG 38), who has 


— Loney mene enrayancng, Magara, ial nd Mt 


cipal Law —Berra, s Solichons? 
SOLICITORS.—An Accountant havin, wert 


had 20 4 ue experience 
company Ghadeuny, cok Necketgey coeunte und 
cedure, also estate desires 











herein ; firm possessing retain 
tee ce ort eee 
tiser most advantageous.— Address, care of Messrs 
R. F. White & Son, 33, Fleet-street, London. 
SOLICITORS, Property Owners, Mort- 
Pare ee and Others.— Advertiser wishes to 


Freehold or 
(North “London,” Hoxton, De 


ieguvairiown, and = 
and lowest sa AB, 35, Allerton- 
road, Lordship-park, N. 


SOLICITORS and AGENTS. — da 
established 
Valuers will return the 

introduced; bankers’ and ref 
dress, A. C , care of Smiths, 51, Moorg: E.C. 
Sg eonpaebee (age 29), epee ¢ 1891, satin 


of werk in ofise of Linecin'e-<en gy & 
with a view to Partnership ; small capital and connection ; 
‘ excellent references. of 

















hard work ; oo 
wBalicitore® Journal,” 27, Chancery-lane, W. 





AweED, it, Solicitor Semi oat ee 
nig ee pe eee / 
DENE, Caterham, Surrey Hills, 

T oy Spschore: gil i See ee 


Boys. Brilliant honour Games, cycling. Best refer- 
ences England, Wales, Scotland, India. 


MAPLE & CO 
FURNITURE 


for UP _OFPICES, 


OFFICES 
BANKS 
BOARD 
ROOMS 
FIRST 
gain| CLASS 


FURNITURE 


Tottenham Court-road, London, W. 
EDE AND S8ON, 


ROBE Ate MAKERS. 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT 
To Her the Lord , the Whole.of the 
Seibel Booch, London, &e. 
ROBES FOR QUEEN’S COUNSEL AND BARRISTERS. 


SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. 

Law Wigs and Gowns for Registrars, Town 
Clerks, and Olerke of the Peace. 
Corporation Robes, University and Olergy Gowns, 
ESTABLISHED 1689. 


94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 


ScHooL SHIP “CONWAY 











ocietie an 
Private 


i 





H 


BE 
Fle 


: 


| 


nt 








VERPOOL 









ENRY GREEN, Advertisement Agenit, 
rng to dived the oifantion 6 the } 
fifty in the special fail forma 
pgp egy ee 
area ae metals of Londen 
Gazette” By appointment, 
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SAVE 50 70 75 PER CENT. 


By Buying imrect from the Manufacturers, 


THE DEED BOX SUPPLY 


COMPANY, 
36, TEMPLE 8T., WOLVERHAMPTON. 


HUNDREDS OF TESTIMONIALS. 
Two Recext Onzs. 
March 21, 1896.—From Messrs. Poole & Robinesn, 15, Union- 
Old Broad-street, London, E.C. 

Dear Sir,— We are very pleased with the Deed Boxes which 

= recently supplied to us, and now inclose cheque for 

, the amount of your account for same, which 

kindly receipt and return in duecourse. We shall be happy 

to recommend your company to any of our friends who may 
require Deed Boxes. Yours faithfully, 

The Manager, The Deed Box Supply Company, Beck’ 
e Dee x Supply pany, Back of 
36, Temple-street, Wolverhampton. 


March 23, 1896.—From Mr. H. D. Booth, 62, Lincoln’s- 
inn-fields, London, W.C. 

Dear Sirs,—I have received the fifteen Deed Boxes which 

you have made for me, and with which I am very pleased. 

Yours truly, H. D. Soors. 

The Deed Box Supply Company. 





Set of best tinned 
steel fall-front Deed 
Boxes, 20 by 14 by 14, 
with strong iron stand 
and brass knobs and 
chain. 

Locksare the best lever 
that can be made, each 
lock to differ, and one 
master key to pass the 
lot. 

ComPARTMENTS : 
1 box with 4 
1 ” ” 3 
1» » 2 
» without. 

Packed in case and sent 

age paid as drawing 


for 
£83 10s. Od. 
Ditto, with 8 Boxes, 
£6 10s. Od. 
Ditto, with 12 Boxes, 
9 10s. Oa. 
Ditto, with 16 Boxes, 
£12 Os. Od. 
Ditto, with 20 Boxes, 
_&l 5 Os. Oa, 


pars 
“ALPHABET CASE (2 doors)." 
Made of Best Tinned 
Steel, with Best Lever 
Spring Lock and 2 Keys. 


Stock Size, 30 by 17 by 14. 
£2 10s. Od. 


| May be made any size 
to Order. 


ALPHABET CASE (fall front). 
Made of Best 
Tinned Steel, Best 
Lever Spring Lock, 
and Two Keys. 
Stock Size, 30 by 17 
by 14. 
£2 5s. Od. 


Made any size to 
order to fit in 
recesses or on top 
of mantelpiece, &c., 
&e. 


FORM CASE. 


24 ComPpaRTMENTS. 


JUDICATURE 
19 long by 14} wide by 
18 deep. 
£1 10s. Od. 


12 ComPpARTMENTS. 


9] long by 143 wide by 
8 deep. 


£1 Os. Od. 


SPECIAL LINES IN BALLOT BOXES. 
REGISTERED FOLDING VOTING SCREENS. 
All Dkinds of Boxes made and Strong Rooms Fitted. 
Any of our Boxes a approved of money 


plea nerve aplisntions fom 





rned. 
agents in every Town, and shall be 
rom responsible men calling 





PROBATE VALUATIONS 
JEWELS AND SILVER PLATE, &c. 








SPINK & SON, Gotpsmrrus anp SrivarsmiTus, 17 ann 18, Procapmix, W., and at 1 ann 2, 


GRACECHURCH-STREET, 


Connutti, Lonpon, E.C., beg respectfully’ to announce that they ACCURATELY 4 


APPRAISE the above for the Lzcat Prorzssion or PpurcHasE the sams for cash if desired. Estab- 


ished. 1772 


Under the patronage of H.M. The Queen and H.S.H. Prince Lowis Battenberg, E.C.B. 





ESTABLISHED 1851. 


BIREESOE BANE 


ton-buildings, Ch y-lane, London, W.C. 


INVESTED FUNDS £8,000,000. 
Number of oe 75,061. 
TWO-AND-A-HALF INTEREST allowed 


per CENT 

on DEPOSITS, yable on demand. 
Two per CENT. on CURRENT ACCOUNTS, 
minimum P ental Selenese, when not drawn aoe 4 n100. 
urchased and 


STOCKS, 8 , and ANNUITIES p’ an 

sold for customers, 
SAVINGS DEPARTMENT. 

Small Deposits received, and Interest allowed monthly on 
each completed £1. 

The BIRKBECK ALMANACK, with full particulars, 
p ost free. 

Telephone No. 65005. 

Telegraphic Address: ““ BIRKBECK, LONDON.” 

FRANCIS RAVENSCROFT, » Manager. — 


THE COMPANIES ACTS, 1862 TO 1890. 


5 Saas. “ators 


Every uisite under the above Acts supplied on the 
- shortest notics. 








The BOOKS and FORMS kept in stock for immediate | 
use. 
MEMORANDA and ARTICLES OF ASSOCIATION | 


o—_ eet in the Dibunrones and 
stribution. 8. U: ras | 
CHEQUES, = * yg and printed. 

SEALS designed and executed. No tor Skotsbos. | 


Solicitors’ Account Books. 


RICHARD FLINT & CO,, 


Stationezs, Printers, Engravers, Registration Agents, 
49, FLEET-STREET, LONDON, E.O. (corner 
of Serjeants’-inn). 

Annual and other Returns Stamped and Filed. co 


PROF. A. LOISETTE’S 
ASSIMILATIVE MEMORY SYSTEM. 


The last, most complete and perfect edition. | 
Speaking without Notes. Mind Wandering Cured | 
Indispensable in pre; for Examinations. | 
Handsomely bound, with portrait and autograph. Price 
$2.50 American, 1és. 6a. lish. Prospectus, with 
opinions of Educators, Scientific, Professional and Business 
en all over the world FREE.—Address, A. LOISETTE, 
237, Fifth Avenue, New York, or 200, Regent-st., London. 
Not Sold elsewhere. 











M. W. EDGLEY, 


AMERICAN ROLL TOP DESKS. 

M. W. Edgley, 40 & 41, Fleet-st. 
AMERICAN ROLL TOP DESKS. 

M. W. Edgley, 40 & 41, Fleet-st, 
AMERICAN ROLL TOP DESKS. 

M. W. Edgley, 40 & 41, Fleet-st. 


BRAND & CO.'S 
SPECIALTIES 
For INVALIDS. 


ESSENCE OF BEEF, 
BEEF TEA, 
MEAT JUICE, &e., 


Prepared from finest ENGLISH MEATS 
Of all Chemists and Grocers. 


40 & 41, Fleet-st. | 











|ALEXANDER 





BRAND & 00., MAYFAIR, W., & MAYFAIR WORKS, 
VAUXHALL, LONDON, 8.W. 


TREATMENT OF INEBRIETY. 
DALRYMPLE HOME, 
RICKMANSWORTH, HERTS. 

For Gentlemen, under the Act and privately. 

For Terms, &c., apply to 


R. WELSH BRANTHWAITE, 
Medical Superintendent. 


TREATMENT of INEBRIETY and ABUSE of DEUGEG 7 


HIGH SHOT HOUSE, > 
ST. MARGARET'S, TWICKENHAM, 


For Gentlemen under the Acts and privately. 
2} to 4 Guineas. 


Apply to Medical Superintendent, 





Terms, 


|B. BROMHEAD, B.A., M.B. (Camb.), M.R.C.S. (Eng.) | 





INEBRIETY. 


MELBOURNE HOUSE, LEICESTER, 
PRIVATE HOME FOR LADIES. 5 
Medical Attendant: CHAS. J. BOND, F.R.C.8. Eng., © 
L.B.C.P. Lond. Principal: H. M. RILEY, Assoc. Soc, 
a | of Inebriety. Thirty years’ Experience Excellent 
Legal and Medical References. For terms and particulars | 
apply Miss RILEY, or the Principal. 4 


LONSDALE PRINTING WORKS — 


LONSDALE BUILDINGS, 27, CHANCERY LANE. 








SHEP HEARD, 
PRINTERS and PUBLISHERS. j 
BOOKS, PAMPHLETS, MAGAZINES, = 
NEWSPAPERS & PERIODICALS. — 
And all General and Commercial Work, 
Every description of Printing—large or small, 


Printers of THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL, Newspaper, 4 


Authors advised with as to Printing and Publishing. 
Estimates and all information furnished. 
Contracts entered into. 


THE MOST NUTRITIOUS COCOA. 





‘EPPS’S 


GRATEFUL—COMFORTING. 


COCOA 


WITH FULL NATURAL FLAVOUR. | 


a 


FISHER, 188, Strand. 











